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SVRREPLICA- 
TION TO THE RE 


IOYNDER OF A POPISH 
ADVERSARIE. 


VYherem , 


THE SPFRITYALL SYPREMACY 


of Chriſt Teſs in his Church , and the Civil or Temporal 
Snpremacie of Emperours, Kings, and Priaces whhin 
their owne Dowmions, over Perſons Eccleſiaſtical. & 
in cauſcsalſo Eccleſis#ticall (aſwell as Crvill and 
Temporall)be yer further declared defended 
and maintayncd againſt him, 


By CuRISTOPHER SIBTHORP, Anight, 
one of his Majeſties Inſtices of bis ( ourt of © 
Chirfe-placem IRELAND. 


G ve theref-re unto Ciſar the things that bee Ceſars, and unts God the 
' thnysiha:be Govas, Matti. 22.21. 


He that is nt with mee ( ſaith Chit ) gs ag inſt me: Ard he th:it gt- 


tbereth nut wi.h me icattereth, Luke 11.23. 
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Imprintcd at Dy s 4 1 «by the Soctctic of Stytuvners. 
Anne Domins M, Do. XxYI1, 
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RDRZDLE 
Reader. 
88 Didexpef# (Conrteous Reader ) that before 1 
20) [Wy 14d written any word in theſe matters, both 
2 0 my ficſt Booke, and my ſecond «lſs (which « 
m7 Reply ) ſhould firſt have beene anſwered, 
and that in ſuch ſort as im the Poſtſcript annexed at the 
end of the ſame my Reply #5 declared : but therein Iper- 
cerve mine expettation u deceaved, and that my Adycr- 


aric without any regard had 10 that which I defired hath 
taken his ewne 2-65 and put forth a Rejoynder 10 that 


wy Reply. In which hs Rejoynder 1 aw; ſorry to ſee how 


much he , ve, 


the point of Supremacic wrongeth 
not onely Mc,and hu Readcr,and the anncient Chriſtian 
Emperours «nd auncient Fathers, but even Cynisr 
Insvs alſo himſelfe,and all Kings and Princes generally 
In reſpett of their ſeverall rights ts them belonging. Wher- 
fare, I thought it not meete or ſeewely, for me in thu caſe to 
be filewt, or 10 deſiſt , but , (being thus provoked ) to pre- 
ceede, and 10 make and publiſh a Surreplication 18 that 
Rejoynder. And ths 1 doe the rather,that ſoa third book 
being added to my two former, they all three together 
might ſerve ſo much the roy ts perſwade him, 
and the reſt of the pretended Catholickes to the truth irs 
th cauſe for vis unita fortior , & a threefold corde uw not 
faſily broken. If by. all or any of my labowrs, I ſhall bee a 
 meaneor helpe to worke their conformitie or reformation 
T ſhall be #lad of it, for it the maine thing 1 ſeeke after: 
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To the Reader. 
but if they hate tobe reformed and willin contempt and 


ſcorme of all admnonitions live &r die im their errors (which 
were 4 caſe moſt fearefull , deſperate , and lameniable,) 
whom can they blame therein but themſelves, and their 
Popiſh teachers, by whom: they are ſo much miſl:d and aba- 
ſed. My Adycrlatic whey he tooke upon him ts anſwer the 
two Chapters in my firft Booke did net preſixe thoſe two 
Chapters of mine 10 his anſwer : ney ther when hee anſive. 
red my Reply did he prefixe my Reply to bis Rejoynder: 
And therefore alſs,neyther did I preſixe his anſwere to my 
Reply, wor his Rejoynder ro this my Surreplication, 
Whereat, neyther he,nor any other for him hath cauſe ts 
be offended, or to take exception , in aſmuch as 1 dee there- 
8n but follow his ewne preſident and example, which him. 
ſelfe firſt uſed,and wherein hee began wnto mee. Theſub. 
flance , nevertheleſſe, marrow, pith,and ſtrength of all his 
Bookes, and of his reaſons and arguments therein contay- 
ned,1 emit not but mention, and that uſually, or rather 
evermorein his owne words , and doe alſo make anſwere 
thereunto. But I am loth any longer to detainees : and 
therefore, I here leave you to the reading of that which 
followeth : and that which followeth 18 your owne 
Jud1:10125 jkff,and equall cenſure: B eſeeching God is 
guid: us all unto his truth. 10 keepe & ea 
bliſh us therein continually , after thats 
" wee once ſee and know it. 
Amen. 
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A SVRREPLICA 


TION TO THE REIOYNDER 
OF A POPISH ADYERSARIE. 


Tomy Adverſarit. 


g IR: As you throughout your Rejoyn® 
4 der addreſſed your {peech to me,in par» 

(ay ticular: ſodocl inlike fortherc dire& 

-=4 my {pecch unto you in this worke of 
22 mine. For although I neyther purpoſed 

4 nor promiled it,nor cthers,(] ſuppoſe) 

&J cxpcacd it, yet that which you have of 
Eu late publiſhed againſt my Rely hath 
provoked me once more to ſet penne to paper in defence of 
that cauſe which you ſomuch ſtrive againit in vaine In the 
beginning of that your A ejoyuder , you ſay, that although 
wee bee different in religion, yer you deſire much, that wee 
be united in afteCtion.This ſpeech of yours I diflike not be- 
cauſc it ſavoureth ( as I conce1veit ) of that humanitic and 
charitie whichisfo be entertayned,and continued among ft 
us, nctwithſtanding theſe differences in points of religion: 
a3 allo of {ume good affeftion, and inclination in ycu unto 
Gods trueth : wherein cþicfely it is, that wee are to be un1- 
ted. For, as touching any other kindes of unitie, namely 
that w h1Ch 1 in error and fslſchood,] hepe you Ceſire it not 
becauſ < 1t 1845 SF ugrſline rightly calleth it, Errors conſpire- 
Hoa conſpiracie of cr1cr acauſt the truth. The vnitic, which 
5;0yed with clyine verittcis it Which S, Paul callcth, 7 be 
k.ie of the ſyirit, and which hee would have all Chrittians 


to be eyermore yerie carc{ull to obſerve, laying, Endevour to Epheſ. 4.3 
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Z wn 
keepe the mitinef the ſpirit in the bond of peace © and heefith 
againe thus: Let #5 follow the truth in love,aud in all things grow 
ah nfo hin which is the head, that is,Cbirift; This truth it wedid 
all earneſtly ſecke after and follow, and thart 1a love, and in 
a charitable manner (as here we arerequired to dec ) all our 
controverſies would the better;and the ſooner be ended and 
determined which have now ſo long diſquieted many mens 
mindes,and docſq much hinder that which is indeede moſt 
requiſite,namely, the good and due peatiſe of true religion 
in the world, For how can any practiſe religion aright, be. 
fore they know which is the right religion, which they are 
topraftiſe, and to walke inf Or how can they know which 
15 the r1ght religien they are to walke in, ſo long as they be 
doubtfull of it, by reaſon of queſtions , and controyerſics, 
that doeperplexcand diftrat them ? The firſt thing then , 
which wen deſirous to live good and godly lives are to 
ſeeke after, 1s, in the middeft of all theſe controyerſics te 
get & obtain within themſclyes «reſolution of « right religion: 
which reſolution they can never certaincly have or attaine 
unto,butby meanes of ehe ſacred and Canenicall Scriptures, 
which be the encly infallible rule of all divine truth , as I 
have ſhewed in my firſt Booke:So that the purpoſe and in- 
tention of that my firſt Booke, as likewiſe of the ſecond, 
which is my Reply, and of this alſo , was not, nor 1s, te have 
mcnte dwell centinually and everlaſtingly in controver- 
fies, but cleane contrariwiſe to have them all ended and dc- 
termined, and that as ſpeedily as might bee, in every mans 
conſcience by e1ligent ſearching of thoſe holy Scriptures, 
and finding out thereby what 18s the undoubted tructh in 
them : thatmen being once thus ſatisfied. and reſolved of 
thetruth and truereligion, mightafterward the better, and 
the morefrecly apply themſelves to the good and duc pra- 
Ale of it in their affetions, words, workes, lives and con- 
verſations, refuſing all other religions of humane 1nventton 
whatſoeyer,and the wayes thereof. But now though tlic 


truth be never ſo manifeft and apparany, ye: ſome thu be 
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Toa popiſh Adverſary. = 3 


of that froward and perycrſe diſpoſition, that they will not 
yeeldeunte it, but as Laxnes 4nd Jawbres withſtood Moſes , ſo 
doe theſe alſq reſeft the truth, berng men of corrupt mindes and 
reprobate concerning the faith,as S. Paul ſpeaketh of which 
ſortof men( if 1 could helpe 1t ) I would not have youto 
be,though you be mine Advcrſarie, yea though you were 
mine utter enemie. And theretore,as to the anſwere which 
you made tethe two Chapters contayned in tne firſt pare 
of my firſt Books, I replyed:ſoto your Rejoyuder,l have here 
allothought it good tomake « Surrepiication, wherein I muſt 
not omit to tell you, that as touching che ſecond Chapter 
of my Reply, you have in your Aejozuder made no anf{were 
at all unto1t, bur 1t remaineth wholly and entirely wnan- 
{wered,and conſequently in his full force & ſtrength againſt 
you. And as touching the firſt Chapter of my Rep!y, con- 
cerning the Supremacie ( upon which pointit ſcemcth thas 
all yourtheughts were wholly fixed, & 1mployed)althougzh 
you make ſome kinde of an{were in your Rejoynder unto it, 
and ſuch as perchance, yov and your partakers may thinke 
to be ſomewhat ſtrong , yet 1t 15 indeete of that great debi. 
litie,as that upon the matter, it isas good as no anſwere, as 
will appeare by the ſequele : and yct have you morcover 
left a great part, even of thatfirft Chapter alſo wnanſwere.. 
Beſide that you have againe in your Reisynder, ſundry thin Cs 
which were before an{wered im my Reply, and much other 
idlefattle,and frivolous ſtuffe, which I ſuppoſe you would 
never havc 1aſcrted into your beoke but fro wait of betecr 
matter 1n your cauſe. 

For, firft, what an idle exception 15 this, that you take to 
my Reply in that I Ceicatcd itto the Right Honourable the 
Lord Deputic? Why might I not doe ſo ? Was it not law- 
full! ? Or was there any inconvenience, or indecorum in it 2 
You fay that his Lordthip hath taken the Oarh of Supre- 
macie, which maketh hima dire&Partic, & being a Parctie, 
he may notalſybea Tudge 1a the ſame cauſe. VV hat © have 
you {o {one forgotten what your {8lfe 41d ? For when you 
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that ſort aid ſence, & ro that-purole thatT uſed it:Neither 


4 eA ſurreplication 

made your anſwere tothe two Chapters of my firſt Booke, 
you may remember that you dedicated it , 7's your 4eare/} 
coun!reyx;en, the Lawyers of Ireland, You then thought jt 
Izwfull and ſeemely enough for ygu fo to dedicateir, not. 
withitanding that by char refuſall and utrer di{l:kctorike 
the Oath of Supremacie, they manifeſt'y ſhe1 ci theſe] . 
1. to be Parties. And was this Jawtull for you to doe an} 
Vas Rot tne other as lawfull at leaft, or rather n:ucl} more 
liv toll,and feemety ( all things cen{1iere.l )for mice to dur? 
HK > wb.it, yu Know allo, that Bookes be not alwayes (!c- 
dlca.2.| toe tomaxe them Judges, but ſometimes, 1nd 
uiuaily ty tieend, they ſhould be the Patrons thee, al- 
bett tnercan fQiſo, they be not cifallowed but we'l allowed to 
palle their ju 'gement and cenſure upon the ſame. Burtin- 
icele no reafon had you to diſlike of the de {1ca*113n of that 
my Booke unto his Lordſhip, in whom your (clfe doe: ac- 


knowle.'gethat there is ſufficiencte to underfand , wifes -_ 


dome todiſcerne, and power tro commaund. Alike ſecond 
EXCeEption you take for that I call the Papiſts of this king 


not acknowiedge. Bur whether they acknowledge it ot 
no, it malt bec gyaandg/thirwhilelt they call themſelves 


"© 25 
. 


Catihelickes, when re vcr they beenct fo, ( as I have ſhewed 


dome Preten.'ed Cath:lickes, Which title( tay you) they coe . 2 


_ and proovedin my farit Booke ) tney can bee nv other ue 


Pretende# Cathalickes : As likewite hes that calleth hinſcife 

an honeſt man, when revera he 15 no: {5,15 atthe molt, bur a - 
pretended honeft man. Yetarother exception you taken 
this,that Y ON ſay, |.call you Canis fritinans anc Lu[Cns intey 


c4cos 3 But you miſtake, in both. For, (in thzt my epritle ©: 


Jedicatoric, of my Re! ly )! didnor fa that yon were Caniy 
Feſtinans , but that whileſt m.your AnGvere, youRtived to 

make more halt , then good (pee 'e,, yen thewed your felfe 
to be, like Canis feltrms, ceros een oat log; which is apro- 
Yerbjall ipcech, tolerable enough inthe judgment of ſuch, 
as be notovgrcaptious, and oftea and ordinauily vicd in 


cid 


To a popiſh Adver ſary. 5 
«id [ fay dcfnitely,& expreſlcly of you, that yout were Ln/- 
eu inter cecos,but my words be theſe: Regnat inter care; Life 
cr, which may be aſwell ſpoken of any other, as of you, y 1 
lefſe you will needs|be the tnan,and ſo take and apply it, (a5 
you doe,) to your ſelfe,particularly. | 
2. After theſc exceptions, you come nex' to th:ethree 
requeſts, ] made to him;that woul] take up. n him to anſwer 
my firſt booke: in the firit whereof I Celire.), tha: he wonid 
anſivere1t, not by parts, or pe:{-meals,but who!l, and ca- 
tirely, fromthe beginning of it unto the end ; The ſecond 
was , that he would doc 1t, not ſuperficialic , an: ſuphi! t= 
cally ,but ſubltantially,ſounily, & tacis'attorils if he could; 
Thurdly, I deſired him to doe 1tyas in tove,an lc rity flo ale 
ſo with an affe&ion , ouly to fol'ow Gods rrotii, ard with 
all, to ſet his name uatoir, as} had done wo that buoke of 
mine. But hereunto , you take Uivers exceptions , theuyn 
now ſomewhat lately in yuur Re; 94 er. Firit you ſay, that 
thele being conditions, they thould ave beene agreed up - 
on by the inutuall ceaſent' of parties: an { that 1t any ad- 
vantage be given, it ſhould be in favour of thecefenvant, as 
in matter of ch ilienge : for t2c defendant appouin:s the wea- 
pon,time,an4 place ;But in this challenge of mine,contrary 
unto law and cuſtoms, [ have ( ſay you ) aflumed unto my 
ſcife ,veing the challenger, tize prepolting of ſuch condi- 
tions as dog Gdiſa.lyantaze the MY hy hen [t 15 true, that in 
contratts,an 4 bargaines betweene man and man, the cend1- 
tions mult be agreed upon by mucuall conſent of parrtics, 
before it be, or can be a pe:feRt contra, or a perfet bar» 
2ainc, howbcirt conditions tor all elrat, not onely way begbut 
alſs muſt be, firft propounde.] | ere they can bee allentea 
unto, or agreed upon. Agatne.there 15 al:vell aſu' ſequent 
agreement, as a Preceicnt : As it a man propound, or ofter 
ni1to you a Leaſcefer yearcs of lands, upon ccrtaine condi - 
tions: you may chooſe, whether vou will accept of it, or 
no, upon thoſe conditions ; but1:.though nora: the firft,yet 
af:ierrvard, you having the election, doe Veclare your cone 
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ſent,amd acceptance of it,by entring upon the lands, many. 
Ting them, taking the ol ts, is it not reaſon you ſhould 
pe ermcthe conditions thereun:o annexed 2 You know 
ow to make the application. And yet neyther was, when 

] made that my Booke, contradting , or bargaining with 

you, er with any other man in particular: For, I thea ney. 

ther did, nor could poſzibly know before hand, who was to 

be the Anſwerer of it, with whom I might ſo contraft,ner 

did | take upon me the perſon of a Chailenger, as you af- 
firme : For 1 krew of no ducll, that was in the caſe, And as 
for my defending of Proteſtancic againſt Peperie, it'ns 
more proyeth meto be a challenger, th: your deſending of 
Popericagain{t Proteſtancic, provcth ycu to be the challen« 
ger. Yea in the concluſion of that my fiſt booke Pag. 41 7. 
1 appeareth,that I was ſo farie from taking upon me the 
perlon, or ufing the words of a challenger, that cleane con- 
tcartwile, I uſed onelythe pcaceable, and f; cndly words,of 
Deſiring » ans Requeſting, For thereI defire of him, whoſe 

ever hce were, that would take upon him co an{ſwere that 

booke of minc,that hee would,in that his anſwer, be plca- 
{ed to obſerve,and performe thoſe three requeſts , or three 
conditions before mentioned, which I there propounded, 
All which were reaſonable conditions, and ſuch as (it you 
well confider them)werenot( ay you ſay)1ſadvantageable, 

but much adyantageablc rather to the cauſe of theanſ{werer, 
if hee had performed them. But here, by the way , you tell 

me,of a yerie compendious courle, how that my whole firſt 

booke is anſwered and confuted: Fur y cu ſay,that he vw hich 
fayleth in ene point of faith, faylerh in all, and chat arefu- 

tation or diſpreofc of any one particular in my booke, is a 

rcfutation and diſproofe of all. And for preofc heicot, you 
cite S. James c4p.2. This you alſo ated,and alledged in your 

fir booke. This tsa verie ſpeedy courſe,and bricte manner 

of anſwering and confuting whole bookes, and volumes, f 

1t might be allowed. Howbeit, touching that text of $ #4» 

wes , which you ſomuch abuſe, and touching that your Va- 
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To a popiſh Adverſary. 7 
radexe and ftrange opinion,yeu have been before ſufficiens- 
ly anſwered in my Reply Chep.2.peg.1 10.111.112.Where- 
unto you 1n your Reioynder have (41d nothing. But, admit 
your Maier propoſition were true (which is indecdeurterly 
uatrne)yet how doc you prove your diner f that is to lay, 
how doe y ou prove any one point or poficion'ot mine,con- 
tayncd in that booke to be falſe * Shew, or name that one, 
which you have diſproved, or confuted, if you can : buy 
you arc not able to doe it. From henceforch therefore bee 
not ſo prodigall cf your words.But yet further toderogate 
from the credite ef chat my firſt booke, yon fay, that 1t 18 
onely a colletvn out of Proteſtant authors: and that you 
can diſcoyer the Bookes, Chapters, and Pages, of Mailer 
Fulke, Maſter Whitakers, Maſter Downam,& of others, whence 
I haveborrowed, verbatim, whatſoever 13 expreſlcd 1n 1. 
This 1s t02 everlaviſh a ſpcech, and more then you will bee 
everable to prove. Indeede, astouching the ſubſtance of 
the matcer,and doArine, contayned in that my firſt booke, 
andin my ſccond,and in this alſo, I thinke it no thame, but 
centrary wiſcI thinke it honour, and reputation, freely ta 
confefle, that I have learned it of theſe, and ot ſuch other 
learned, and reyerend Proteſtant Divincs : Yea I hold it a 
part of dutic 11 me, not onely ingenuouſly,but thankefully 
alſo to acknowledge thoſe my teachers : eſpecially conſide- 
ring, that what they have taught mce hercin, appcareth to 
bee certainely ,and irrefutably true. T his thereforedoth ra- 
ther ace credite to the matter and dofrine, contayned in 
thoſe my bookes,then deregate,or take any fromt|:cm.But 
was there cyer any reader of other mens workcs, that was 
notallowed totake colleftions out cf jthe, & ts make uſe of 
ene .s occaſion requireth:yeazif that were an exception ſuf- 
ficienc, | might allo ſay, that as tomciuing the matrer,all that 
yo-1 have ſpoken eyther in yovr tirit antwergor in your Re- 
iy :d:r,is likew 1: but a colle ton our of Popiſh authors and 
t 1ar 2:08 Books, Chapters, & Pages of Bellarmine, Stapleton, 
S4+1ez.,and uf etaers, might be thewed , whence you have 

B g bore 
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borrowed,and eaken them all. But to what end, were this* 
For the queition 15 not , what have learned, or colleed 
out of the one, or you ou: of the other : but whether of 
thoſe dofrines, and rel1ztons, which wee have ſcyerally 
learne\] of theſe our ſeycrall teachers; bee the trucr., and 
which of them is approved of God,and by his word:name- 
ly , whether Protcitancie, or Poperic. Heere then, as 
touching the ſubſtance of the matter delivered in all my 
bookes , you might have ſpared yeur labour : for you have 
thereintould nonewes, nor any more , then my ſelfe had 
before, afhrmed, confeſſed , and acknowledge! But you 
proceede, and fay , that although you for your part, have 
anſwered but onely to ewo Chapters of that my firft booke 
(rheforce of which your anſxer, I have alſo overthirowne 
1n wy Rep:y ) that the whole buoke is nevertheleſſe anſwe- 
rcd, aud compleatly finiſhed, and cxtantany time theſe two 
yearcs and ahilfe pait, and yet not divulged, for want of 
meanes , and opportuuitic for tl1c 1impreſsion - And,for that 
c2uſe, dot you Cefire of mce, that I wouli bee a meane to 


procure 1t to bee Printed, bv the Froteſtant Preſſe here tn 
Dublin. A veric bolJ, unvbeſceming , and ftrange requeſt;to 
be demaunded, eſpecially at my hands. But if it be(as you 
fay 15 ) fully anſwered , and compleatly fimfhe:!, ſolong 
ſince, why is nct printe.i all this while? For whereas you 
pretend want <f mcanecs ,2nd opportunttie for the unpref- 
lion: ]t1is well knowne, that the Papilts (as ſundrie other 
their work's prune, ſufticocntiy declare) doe if they lift, 
wart ncyther meancs nor opportunine for the1mpreſiion? 
And 1 have tou!ld you heretofore , that if your wotkes, and 
bookes bee ſvexcellent, and (> worthy the printing, a5 you 
make ſhew f.r, youn1ghr ger them to bee Printed, eyther 
at CeW-:y, or at Rhemes ,, or at lome other place beyond the 
Seas, An4 therefore it wasaltegerher 1dle for you, to g1vs 
meth eclefticn, ey.herto receive it un a Manuſcript , or to 
procurethe prining of it: forit isnccalefle to receive 1t1n 
a Manuſcript, whenit may be Printed; And for the printing 

OT 
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of it, not I, but your ſelfe muſt procure it, if you will have 
itdone, So that as touching that cheyce or offer, you make 
nee, L hold my ſelfe free, and net wecelſarily tyed or bound, 
to doe eyther the ene, or the other, Yea the very name of a 
Pr«teltant P1efſe ( if there were no more) might have beene 
ſuflicienc to tell you, that it were utterly unmeete, for Po- 
piſh workesto come into1t, eſpecially thoſe that bee pur- 
pofely,an 1 direly made,and contrived, againſt ſuch cicete, 
high, and unportant pcnts, as bee alls by law eftavhihe.!. 
Now thenco come to my {ccond requelt : ] crutt, you like- 
viſe {inde nothing init, unrea/onable: fr] therein defired 
no more of the av!{iverer,but to »n{iver, nct ſuperficially,or 


ſophiſtically, but ſulRanciallyg ſoundly, and fatisfaQrtly,if 


he coul4: ſothat if he could not make ſiich an anſwer, hee 
might have (aid fo, and ſy Fave becne cxcuted. But you are 
Joth to d1fuble your ſeite, ard therefore as tcuching the an. 
ſwcryonraletot; erwo Chapters of that my firſt booke, 
you fay, t12c Tam not to judge, whether it be ſubſtantiall, 
{und , and fatist.Qorv, bur that theequall, and indiffercme 
Readcr,is tro judge of 1:: which T am well contented, hee 
ſhould doe, by conferring my Reply, with that vour an- 
anſ«er.\nd therefore ] proceetie to my thira requeſt : which 
conliſteth of two partes : { for I make not foure requeſts, 
or \oure cond:tions, as ycu ſurmiſe: ) The firſt part of that 
my third requeſt, was this, that I would have him , whoſo- 
cyer wasto be theanſ{werer, to anſiver in leve; and chanitie, 
and with an aftetion onely to follow Gods truth. Thus far 
I am ſure, you cannot denie it to bee a reaſonable requet. 
And as touching the other part of it, whereby I deſired him 
tat woul an{wer, to put his name to his anſwer,as I had 
doneto tnat booke of mine : although this beit, you chiefly 
except ag-nft : yeteven this part of it alſo , was not un- 


reaſonable ; and cherefore did I juſtly reprove you, for that 


in Read of your right name, you gave your ſclfe the wrene, 


falſe, & counterferte name | Tobn at Stile. But yet,in your 


Reiy der , you, herein; ſecke to excule & defend your (clfe, 
by 
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by the examplc of Abram, who comming inte Phercobs 


Gen 13. 33, Court 10 Egipe, called Sari his wife, by thename of his $1- 
13.13. Oe. ſter : and you adde further,and ſay, that Matthew Sutcliffe,a 


Proteſtant writer,'did put for his nameunto his worke.O.E. 
Firſt concerning Abrem, thouzh hee were an holy man, 
yet hee had his faults and imperfeRions, amongſt which 
ch1s 15 reckoned for one, which you here alleage: And can 
then that which was a fault in hin, make yours to bee no 
fault? Blityet in all that , hee neyther changed his name, 
nor his wifes game , intoa falſe, and counte! feite name, as 
you did. For hee ſtill called himſeife Abram, and his wiſe 
Sar4i, without any alteration, or change of thoſe their pro. 
per names. And as touching Pe#or Sutcliffe, the reaſon why 
ce put for his namethole two letters O, E. was, becaule 
the man, whom hee anſwered, had Iikewilc for his name, 
ſubſcribed certaine letters : but, the caſe betweene you and 
mee 1s notlike. For I ſubſcrived my name truely, and as t 
Was, and thereferc ſo fhould you alſo have done. Howbeit, 
at the firſt, you excuſed your ſelfe herein, by reaſon cf the 
Statutc of 2. El;z.. which doth (fay you,in your firſt anſwer) 
binde mens;{tongucs, and pennesWithin this kingdeme, 
with the cord of a Premanire , from oppugning the Supre- 
macic, cyther by word or writing. Vpon w hich anſwer of 
yours, it istruc, ] did, and who could otherwiſc ſuppoſe, 
buc that you chen thought( whatſoever you ſay now )that 
the penalic fer that your firſt offence againfit that Statute, 
18 eppugrinsg the Kings Supremacie, was a Premnire: For 
to what end elſe doc you ſo ſpecially menticn, that to bee 
the penaltic, if you had not thought ſo © I did not tiiere- 


fore wrong you/as you now allcage in your Reiegiser) when 


See the Sta. I taxed you being a Lawyer, with ignorance in yeur OWne 
tnte it ſclfe of profcision, concerning that Statute. For that Statute doth 
2.Eliz cap.z not (as you thenſuppoſed ) for any mans firſt offence, in- 
made in Ire- Ai&rthepenaltic of a Premunire , but ( as I then likewiſc 


tould yeu ) the lofſc of geods and chattels: after oncc con- 


viction and attaimder , it is indeede for the ſecond _ 
2 {"Te- 


| % : ; i 
%+ _ «p+* A 4 eq 4 = ane pu s W '4 a » 
os Ee AS Rn et pe IN oe re Ihe Cs EY: WIL oe IE. 2 "ar 


Toapopiſh Adverſary. I! 


a Premunire: & after twice convition,& attainder,it zf.r che 
third off-nce, high treaſon. Dad you TNc#4 «CCUURT iT, a W811, 
done wato you,that [ ſuppoled thi ro ve you; bi;it uttence, a. 
gainſtthar itarute*Or wouid you have had nieto ©1144 ( 44n 
Was more then 1 knevy at chat c1umec X 18oic then yet | allow} 
that you had bin once before convicted, Ot attalntes Ut wit os 
fence, & that chis was your iecoud oftence 11 that k.nic? For, 
mnlelc chis were thus yuur ſecond ©ftence, you nceucy not io 
have tearcd,or mentioned a Preman:: eto have bcc youu: os 
nal-1c in the caſe:you might alweil,& as w.{cly have names, 
mentioned the penalt.c, tg have beence arg!: erealon; in alien 
as for the third offe:ce, that Statute aiſo makxeth it to be 1yn 
trealon,aſwell as it maketh it, for the ſecond offence, to wee 
a Premunire, But I conceived ( as I thinke any maneilc, mot 
knowing any thing to the contrarie, would have conceive. ) 
that 1t was net any your ſccond cfticice, ner third cftcence, 
that you then, and there meant,or had any reaſon,or purpoſe 
to ſpcake of, but your firft oftence,the penaltic of which firit 
oftence , 1s , by that Statute, ne; ther Premunire nor high teas 
ſon (as 1 ſud bctore ) and conſequently ( if you would Geale 
ingenuouſly ) you mull confeſle, that yon then miftooke,znd 
were deceived 11 opinion, whileſt you thought the penaitic 
for that your firtt offence to bee a Premwnie , by that Statute. 
But then you ſay, that you will notbeeſo ſwoc; is w:aic 
mee with 12norancein my profcis:en, concerning the {1c 
Statute,ind yet you {cenot ( lay you ) how the fuiſcribing of 
your name u'n:o the auſwer, could hayc beene zny leg:l1 pic, 
to have ſaved you from penaltic, if you bad beene anwifte 
upon Tat >tatute - Neyther doe I ſee, how it could, although 
you would taine wreit my werdsfrom their tiuc {once, uno 
that conſtruttiion. For, whereas you have ſaid, that my requt- 
ring of rhe Anſwerer, to put his name wnco the Anſwer, was, 
m<tteR , aſinuch, as to debarre any man from anſwering unto 
it ? | thereunto replye.], that hee tht in an{waing,is requ- 
red to put his name to hisanſwere, 1s ſo farre from being &c- 
barre:! trom an(+ ering, that cieane contrary wile, hee is there- 
by ( that1s, by luch requiring of him ro anſwer in that ſort) 
pcrimiitce t@ anſwer ( if hee plealc ) ſo as kee put his namc 
theres 


| 
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chereunto. I did not ſay ( as you ſteme purpoſely to miſcon - 
ſtruc and miſtake)that by anſwering in that ſort, viz.with his 
name ſubſcribed to his anſwer, he was to be freed from all 1nam. 
ner of penaltie centayned in that Statute of 2.Fliz. 1 wasne- 
vcr 10 ablurd, or ſenceleile to lay er thinke it. Yea you mi$ht 
have obſerycd, that I there ſhewed and exprellcly affirmed 
the cleanc contrarie,namely,that the penaltic eyen for the firſt 
offence azainit that Statute ( whether with his name ſubſcri. 
Þca, or not ſubſcribed, or Rowſocyer,) was lofe of goods, and 
chattels, And therefore whether this were ignorance of that 
point of the Statute 1n me, or groſle,perve: ſc, ans malicious 
carilling, and quarrelling in you, let the equa!l Reader judge, 
But yetin your Reieynder , you fartheriay :that you canaot 
im-gire why 1 ſhould ſo much covet the anſwerers right name, 
unlefie it be by advantage of the Starute in perſecuting him, 
eo confine himinto the Caſtle, there to argue with kim , as 
the Gaolcr doth with his priſoner. | know no reaſon you have 
thus to charge me, with ſo much covering of the Authors, or 
Anſwerers name. For though it bee lawfull for mecſoto doe, 
yet have Il notbeenc much inquikctive after it : much lefſerea- 
ſon have you'te charge mee, 11 ry imaginations , with per- 
ſ-cuting him, er ſeeking to confine him as a priſoner within 
the Caſtle, which Lmever did : though I eonfeſle hee deſerveth 
it, and a farre greater punifhment then that : becauſe, contra 
to the laves, and ſtatutes of the Kinsome, which himſclte 
profcſſeth,being (as he faith hee 1s ) a Lawyer ; and contra y 
to that dutic, which as a Subje& he oweth to our moſt noble, 
raolt graciews, religious, and moit worthy Soveralgne Lord 
King CHARLIE 5s,andcontrarieto that fealtie alfo,or f1de- 
licie , which ( profcſsing himſclfe tobec a Chriftian) hee like. 
wiſgoweth untoCaunisYT It Sys, theoncly ({pirituall 
King Monarch,& head of the whele Church Militant, atwell 
as of the triumphant, hee doth , and dareth thus audaciouſly 
te offend. Neyther is proſecuting,or puniſhing of ſuch bold, 
and notorious eftcnders to bee called (as you after the Roma- 
niſticall manner untruly call t ) Perſecuting For thougi Pro» 
ſecution doth well befic delinquen:s,and offenders, yet Perſecn- 
rien is a word properly , and uſually applycd tothe "Yn 4 
| | ,nriit, 
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Chriſt, and is not attributed to any profeſſors of Antichrift, 
or Antichriſtian do&tine, unleſle it bee Catacreftically, & abu. 
ſively. Howbeit Fdeale net with you by authorizte, or as a 
Tudge, or Tuſticer; but doe enely debate, diſpute , and reaſon 
the matter with you, ſeeking, and end:ayouring firit by this 
meanes,(1fl can, ) to reduce, and reclayine you, and the like 
unto you, frem thoſe yeur grand errours,unto a moftcertztric, 
and eyident truth, Bur if yet {till you urge the Statute ot 
2. Eliz, made in this kingdome, which mak<th the peralttc, 
even for the firſt offence, to be, although not a Premunire , yer 
lofle of goeds and chattels,and that therefore in reſpedt of this 
loffe anii damage it was not a thing reaſonable for me, to de- 
maund an an{wer with the Anſwererz name, thereunto ſuv 
ſcribed : Thereuntol then further lay : Firit, that I know no 
re:{on why you, or any man elſe, ſhould make any anſ{wer, or 


* any Buokcs, or writings at all, againft the Kings Supremacie, 


which you ought in all good dutic to uphold,and defend. Se- 
condly, I demaunded net any amiwer at all to be made eyther 
by you, or any other ; but, if any did, or would anſwer, tzen 
I'deiired, that hee would anſ\iwver in that fort, viz. with his 
name ſubſcribed : ſo that hee might have choſen, whether hee 
would have anſwered, yea, orno : and by not anf{ivering, hee 
meht have kept, and freed himſelfe from penaltic of the Sta- 
tute: butif-hee would necdes anſwer, theu hee was to doe it, 
at his owne pe11ll, if any perill did enſue. And yet I might 
alfo further tell you,that ſuch a one poſi1bly might havebecne 
thc Anſwerer, as needed not te feare that peril] , or penaltie. 

For be there not divers Schollers, in Celledges, and Vniverſ1- 
tics, and cHewhere, that live onely upon other mens exhivi- 

-10n,and heneficence,and have no manner of J00ds,0r cattels, 
tznds or cencinents, of their owne ? Mis !1t not fact 1 one 
j11ve anfwered, and puthis name to his Anfwer, without any 

f-arc of that penaltic. Againe, might not {ome forrem ber! 


[ 


'Y 


Parnilh, tyiogout of the Kings Dominion», ain! thor voore no 


S115;e0t to the King, haviny well, and npertecity learmen $10 


Eng! tongue havebcene tine Anſwerer, avd por P15 mg 
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ſome Iriſh man,living & abiding perpetually at Rben:es,R one, 
Deway, or ſome other place beyond the Seas, have bcene the 
Anſwerer ? And wculd you then havethoughtit a thing un. 
rcaſonablefor luch a one to have beene demaunde! to put,and 
ſubſcribe his name ts his Anſwer 7 For theſemen livingcontt- 
nually beyond Sca out of the Kings Dominions , feare not, 
(as wee fee by experience , ) nor thinke, ſo long, 25 they be ſo 
farre diſtant, that they neede to teare the penaltie,or danver of 
ally Law, or Statute amongſt us, to bee executed upon them, 
Yea, what if 1t were yourlcife, that were the Anſwerer of it, 
(4s you tooke upon you to be the Antwerer of two Chapters 
111t ) had it beene unreaſonable to have cemaunded of you, 
to put yournameto the Anſwer,in reſpeR of any ſcare of pe- 
nalcie, or danger, upon that Statute, or of any other Statute, 
whatſoever © For what peraltie or danger upenaty Statute), 
ſhoul.l you fcare, who in your firſt Antiver, in the Epiſtle to 
your Countrey-men, writeſo confidently in this your ſuppe- 
led Catholicke caulc, as if you feared no manner of danger at 
all, but would willingly undergocall difalters 1n the world fer 
atteſtation and defericeof 1: ? But Iam now glad to ſee, that 
you have ſome fcare in you : For, indecde,fearc in cyerie man, 
and not forwardneſlcor boldncfle in any , belt becommeth 
yours ſo bad}a cauſe, Bur yet further, what reaſon haveycu 
now, in your Reioynder, to except againit any of theſe three 
conditions , or three requelits, or againit any part of any of 
them, as unreaſonable, which in your firit Aniwer, you t-oke 
no eXxcept1on againſt? Yea which you then ſcemed well to ap- 
prove and allow well of, ſaying. concerning the ſame my 
wholefirſt Booke, that , It ſhon/d ſho'tly be anſwered in my on1.8 
ſlraine of . Divinitie with the th;ee conditions requirea oy me. Yea, 
latly it you would needs þc , (as you were) the Anſwerer to 
a part of that my firſt Booke, (namely,ts two Chapters there- 
in, ) and thought 1tnotfit ts put your right and rtruc name 
unto 1t: yet, thould you nor, in iicad thereof, have given your 
{clfe, a wrong, falſe, and counterfeyte name, ( which is tte 
ething,I reprovyed in you: )For, as | ſaid f-rmeriy 11 my R etty, 
ſo 11ay againe,that it had beene much bctrer fer you, to have 
Put no name at all tothat your Anlycr, taca aiaile, ge) 
| all 
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and counterfeyte name, as youdid. | 

3. From thence, you goc on, and renevy a formertaxation 
| of yours, namely , for that being a Lawyer by profcſsion, I 
nevertheleſle meddle with theſe marters of Divimitie , & con. 
ccrning religion :But, concerning this, [ told you before, that 
I had made a ſufticicnt Apologic for theſe my dogs, i that 
my firſt Booke , whereto , as yet I ſee no Anſwer made ; and 
I added further in my ſecond Booke, namely , my K ep!y. that 
even you your {c}fc d1djuſtific mce therein, in aſmuch,as you, 
being likewiſe a Lawyer, ( as you then aftirmed, and yer fhll 
affirme your ſclfc to bee,) did neyertheleſie meddle with theſe 
matters of Divinitie, and concerning religion, aſwell, as ]. 
Neyther is it any cxculc, or defence for youto ſay, ( as yow 
doc, ) that I began to commit this fault , and that you-doe but 
follow me therein : For, if you ſaw it to bee a faulr in mee, 
you ſhould rather have eſchewed 1t, then committed 1t, upon 
any mans example whatſocver. Hethat knoweth an A&t to 
be a {tnnc, and reproveth, and condemneth amother man for it, 
and yet will himſclfe commit it, is not his finne and faulr, ſo 
much the greater © T herefore art thou inexcnſable, O man,whoſs- 
ever thin art, ( (aith S.Panl, ) that condemneſt enether : for in that 
tho condemueſt another thou condemneſt thy ſelfe, for thin that con- 
demneit , dsſt the ſame things. Yea, you ſay further, that in your 
Anſwer tormerly made, you ſignified this to be a fault,aſwcell 
p) your lelfe, as in mce. Butif you then thought fo, in veric 
dccde, why did you commit it ? Or why doc you ſtill cem- 
mit, and continueit © For {ſo your Reioyn4er declareth : doth 
nor this then more & more aggravate your cftence! And det) 
it not declare you to bee a man of little comſeicmce, that dare 
thus wittiongly and willingly, tofinne againſt your owne con« 
ſcicace, an to perlift alſo 1n it 7 For , if our heart condemme 115, 
(laith $.leby, ) God « greater then dur heart avd knowes all things, 
IT is high time therefore tor you, to give over writing in thele 
matters of Rel1916n , 1t it be againſt your conſcience,and that 
you vcrily thinke 1: to be unlawfull for you, ſo to dec. But,as 
for mc, | am not of that mind, neyther haye you ſhewed,ner 
CaR you ſhew, any ſufticient or good reafon, to difſwade mice. 
For, whereas you ſuppoſe it to bee unlawtull, vr unmeete for 
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Lawyers , or other lay-mcn., to meddle with the Scriptures, 
and matters concerning Religion , as being athing our of their 
clement, calling, and profc{sien: Firſt,to forbid or denie lay 
people the medling with the Scriptures and with Religion, is 

newneto beean old Popiſhpolicie, and a moſt wicked and 
damnable device: by meanes whereof, mens eyes, being in 
times paſt thus blinded,and as it were put out, it came to Palle, 
that both Pope,and popcric, in thoſe dayes ſo mightily pre- 
vayled,as they did,in the world, & yet fill prevayle, amoneſ 
too too many.For what is itelſe but ignorance of Gods word, 
2nd will in the people that keepeththem '{o faſt fettered and 
chayned both to Pope and poperie. Secondly the untrath of 
ens irrehigious, and Antichriitian opinion, 15 formerly, and at 
large diſceycred,and manifelted in my firſt Booke, which I ſee 
mot yctan{wered: And yet thirdly , you muR further know, 
(1f already you know it not ) that a Lawyer, or any other 
lay-man, hath a double calling , or a double profeſsion: one. 
worldly, which concerneth the things of this life: the other 
15 his Gariſtian calling, which concerneth, & reſpeReth things 
belonging to a farre better life , namely te alife eycrlafting. 
T his C hriitian calling, S. Paxl preveth, deſiring rmen, to walke 
wortky of that calling , whereuntothey are called. Againe, hee 
praycth for ſome, that God would makctiem worthy ef this 
calling. $, Peter |1xewile ſpeaketh thus : Tee are 4 choſex gener 4- 
tion , 41054h Prieſtheod, an holy nation , a people [et at liber;ie, thet 
yre ſhovld/tew foi'th tbe wertnes of bim,that bath calied you , ext ef 
ds kenelie, inte hu meryailens light. And ſundric other Texts of 
holy'Scriprue there ve to prove,that there 13 aiwell a Divin-, 
aud Chrillian calling and profeſc1on, as there 18 a wortely,a::.4 
cerrefirall., For what © Have not men ({\mles tolooke to, 2t- 
well as bodics { Or ,arc men to bee no more but naturail,mn | 


 mecre men? Atethey netalſo to become Chritian men, a1 4d 


to bee regenerated, afwell as generated © And doth not 5.7 vicr 
tell ws, chat men are rrgencrared , or borne anew, rot by COM - 
tiblc,but by :#corruptibie ſeedeeven by the word of Goe,wialiyein, 
«74 exdweth for ever, An. doth he not furrner avyre fome, 28 
eW hboiniewvapes, to deſire the firrceve mil ke of vie wo! a that ther 147 


. zg760 thereby. for, wen, alter that they bee once begotten! ar1d 
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borne a new, by Gods word,and the pewer of his ſpirit wor- 


king therewithall, are firſt Bebes in Chriſt, and afterward by 
degrees, they grow to bee ſtrong wen, and able to digeſt 
ſtrong meates,untill they come, at laſt, to bee a perfet man, as 
$. Paul ſpeaketh. Yea, deth net Chriſt himſclfe bid men ta. Le- 
voter not for thewmeate which perifſketh, but for that meate which en- 
dreth ware life everlaſting? And d1d he not alſo further tell Afar- 
the, that ſhee was tromblcd ebout many things, but this was 
the unum necefſarium,the one thing that wa: neceſſarie , which Ms- 


ry bad choſen, namcly the hearing of his word © Seeing then 


that Geds word , ( which 1s now long ſ[ithence committed to 


writing, and1s in theſacred, and Canonicall Scriptures to bee 
found, and whereall truth, concerning points ef Dryinitie, 
and Religion 1s to be had, )is ſe ncceflarie,as that it 15 the feode, 
meate, and nouriſhmens of Chrittians, to life everlaſtting:How 


can it berightly,and trucly {a1d,that when they be thus with- 


in their alimcnt,they bee out of their element * For 13 not the 
life of the ſoule, to bec preſerved , and maintayned aſwell, or 
rather much more hecdefully,then the life of the body © Or 
will any fay, that the fifh 1s out of his clemcnt, when hee 
ſaimmeth in the water, where he liveth and molt delighterh? 
Yea as the h1fh remoyed out of his proper clement,Qieth with- 
ina while after : andas the bodje that 13 deſtitute of corporall 
foode to ſuſtaine1t, muſt necdes decay,and die. So the ſoule 
that hath not this ſpiritual! foode of Gods word, to cheriſh, 
and maintayne it an a ſpirituall life, muſt likewiſe necdes con 
ſume, decay, and pize away, unt1li1t come in the end,to utter 
ruinc. Yeuſce then, that a truc Chriiiia!: , ( 1/4 though he bee 
ww the world, yet wnor of the World, but bak bus sffettion ſet upon 
things that are above, not on thivgs whic' «1e :nemth,)is ſo farre 
trom being out of his clemenr,, as chat, coatrarywiſe, hee is 
within his right,and true clement, in re{pe& of his ſoule, and 
thethings belonging to a better world, anc keepeth hunſclte 
within the compaſſe,& bounds of that his divine, & Chriſtian 
calling ,ſo long , as hee humbly and reycrently , hcareth,rca- 
deti;, ſexrcheth the wird of Go.l,dehghteth im ic, muſeth and 
meditorech won it, talketh of it,and thereout learnerh truths 
and tive icl:2102, and propoundeth them alſo unto others. for 
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their beneflte and infiruftion, aſwell as of himſclfe. Yea, alf 
duties of a Chtiſtian, a Lawyer, er other lay-man, may and 
ought te doc, and performe, as hee uable, and as eccafion 
requireth : ſo that hee doe them diſcacetely , and with due re- 
{pet to all manner of perſons, and ſolong as withall , hee in. 
erudeth not into thoſe Jutics, that bee proper, afid peculiar to 
the office, aud funRion of the Eccletiaſticall Minifters. As 
for that your other reaſon, where"vy you would diſlwade me, 
becauſe theſcarc points of great difficultic,& lurpaſſe a Law. 
yersabilitic, (as you ſpeakc: ) although [ arrogatc nothing to 
my ſclfe,yet why ſhould you lay,thart it ſurpaſſeth a Lawyers 
abilitic, to dealc in theſe things, when as you your lelfe, being 
a Lawyer, doc neverthelcfle 1ntermedle in them © Or why 
ſhould itſurpafſc or cxcecde a Lawyers talent, or a Lawycrs 
abilitie, in mce , more then in you? Indeee, if a man benno. 
ching elſc, but a mecre Lawyer , in reſpe of that his weere 
worldly calling, he1s nor fitte to deale 1n matters concerning 
God, and his religion ; But if bee beea Chriſtian Lawyer,cxs 
erciſed in the Booke of Gcd, and well grounded 1n the points 
of his faith and religion, ( asail Lawycrs, and cther lay-men 
ought tobe, ) then 1n reſpect of chat his divine and Chriſtian 
calling, hee may melole with pornts of Divinitie and Chri= 
{ftanicie, Eatenws, Ouatenu:, (0 = forth as 1s before fhewed, 
andas isin my firit Booke metre at large decl.rcd. And yer 
there 15 alſo a more ſpeciail reaſon, why [ thould bee permit- 
ecd to intermeddic herein, becauſe being not onely a Lawyer, 
but a [udge alſo in the Common-weale, 1t well becommeth 
mec, and 15 my dutic, ( as I conceive it, ) forthat realon, ( fo 
much as in me lycth, ) ro ſceke to hayethe Lawes,and Statutes 
of the Realme, cſpeciaily 1n theſe molt high, and moſt impor- 
tant points, aſwell as 11 other, that bee infertour poines unto 
them, to be obſerved of all his Majefties Subje&es within this 
kingdome. Neyther arc there any ſuch ereat doubts, or diffi- 
cultics, in theſe points , as you weuld per{ſwade: yea, they bee 
verie cleare,plaine, open, and evident points, and ſuch as any 
man, though but of mcane u!iderttanding , may eafily , and 
readily concetve,and apprehend.! or , firththe verie name of 2 
SubjeR,(ifrhere were no mare Ja ay {crve to teach any mw. 
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point of the ſpirituall ſupremacie, hee thus intolerab!] y WION- 
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that the King,whoſe SubjeR hee 1s, hath of due rightaRegall, 
and Temperall Supremacie , net oncly oycr him , but ever all 
the reſt of his Subjefts within his owne Dominions : and le. 
condly the yeric name of a Chriſtian, may lerve to teacll a 
man, to beleeve, and to profeſe, ne other religion, but that 
which Chriſt himſclfe taught, eyther by himſcltc, or &y n1s 
Apoſtles, as alſo, te acknowledge no other to bee the {pirituall 
King, head, and Monarch, of the whelc Chriſtian Chuich,but 
the ſameCHnunrisrT Izzy s onely. | 
4. Now then, you are cine, at laſt, to the matter it ſcife. 
Wherc firlt of all you affirme,and confefle two Supremacics: 
the ene ſpirituall, the other temporall. T he {piricuall Supre- 
macie , or{pirituall Menarchic, ( which indeede, rightly,and Tob.18. 36. 
properly belongethunto CurISTItSvs,) youattri- 57: > 
-25 


O | 
bute unto the Pope of R ome. But, by what right 2 Namcly, as 1 C97-15 


being his Deputic; Vicar , or Atterney, ( as you call him.) E/#*/-1. 20, 
But can you thew any letter of Attorney, or any Letters Pa- 31-23-23. 
rents, Commiſs1on, or Warrant frem him, or from his word, 
to provethe ſame 7 You have ſought long, but could never yet 
finde or fhew, any ſuch warrant, alchough you have preten- 
ded divers, which prove no ſuch matter. It then it Lee high 
treaſon, in a ſubject, to take upon him, to bee a Vice-roy, or 
Lord-Deputic in aterreſtriail kingdome, without a warrant, 
or Comnutston from his Kine; Is,itnot likewiſe, as grand & as 
high a treaſon, in the Biſhop of Rome to take upon him,to bee 
Vice-roy, or Deputie unto Chrift, in his {pirituall kingdome, 
without any warrant,or commilſs:1on from him < But as in the 


geth Chriſt Ieſus himfelfc, his Crewne, and dignitic:foduth 
hee alſo intolerable wrong to Emperours, Kings, and Princes, 
and to their Crownes, and dignities, in reſpect of their Ciyill, 
and Temporall ſupremacie,& authoritie, rig/1tly, & auncient- 
ly belonging to them, over Perſons Eccleſiaſtical, and in cau- 
{cs alſo Ecclefiafticall, within their ſeverall Dominions. And 
this to men that bee not extreamely wilfull, perverſe, and fro- 
ward, I have very ſufhcicatly , and abundantly proved,in my 
hrtt, and ſecond Bookes ; whereunto, you neyther in your 
fuſt Anſwer, nor yet i your ſecond, ( which is your Rejoyn> 
acr 
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der, ) havealledged any thing that is of force, or weight ſuf. 
kctent to refell or confute any one Argument I brought, in 
that behalfe. And herein I refuſe net the judgement, of any 
equall, and judicious perſon whoſecver. Howbcit, in that 
your Keioyndey , to prove the Popes ſupremacic , you cite one 
Text of Scripture, namely , Dext. 17, The wordes whereof, 
becauſe you doe not fully ſet them downe, 1 will here recite, 
that the Reader may the better perceive, how well, or ill, they 
ficte your purpoſe: the wordes be theſe. If there ariſe 4 matter 
to hard for thee, in judgement, betweene bloud, and bloud betWeene 
þ'ea,and plea,and berweene ſtroke, and ſtroke being matter of contre. 
verſie within thy Gates, then ſhalt thou ariſe and get wnis the place, 
which the Lord thy God ſhall chooſe. And theu ſhalt come ute the 
Pricjts, Levites, and unto the [undze,that ſk Hbe in thoje dayes,and 
enquire, and i hey (ball ſhew thee the ſentemce of judgement, and thou 


ſhalt dee according to the ſentence, n hich they of that place ,( which 


theLod ſh Wl chooſe )ſhall ſhew thee:according 'o the ſenten: oof the 
I aW,which they ſh-Kteacb thee,thou ſhalt dove : T hou ſhalt not de- 
Fine from the ſentence which they ſhall ſheW thee,to the right hand, 
ner to the left. Andthe man that Will ace preſumptuouſly', and will 
not bearken unto the Prieft, that ſtandeth to miniſter there before thy 
Lord thy Ged,or wnto the Juige, even thit man ſhiÞl tie : and theu 
ſhalt put «Way the evill from Iſrael, and the peopie ſhall heare , and 
feare, aud doe no mere preſumptuouſly. Here , for the honour of 
the Prieſt, you ſay,that hee is in this caſe to bee obeyed, upon: 
enaltic of death : and why doe you not {iy aſmuch for the 
Lend of the Indge, that is, of the ctvill Magiftrate? For the 
wordes of the Text doc ſhew, that diſobedience aſwell to the 
one, as to the other , was puniſhable with dcath. But you will 
ſay peradventure as the Teſuites did,that the Latin tranſlation, 
eallcd S: ſeromes, was, in times paſt, Fx decrero Iudicts morietur 
home ike, By the decree of the Indge,ſhill that max die,thatobeveth 
not the Prieſt. To whom that reverend, and learned Eithop 
Doefler Bilſon, anſwereth, that it was a ous tranſlation,and 
that the yeric ſamc tranſlation, not lons fichence, was not, Fx 
decyets [udicy,bur, & decreto Ludics : hee that obeyeth nor the 
commanndement of the Prieſt , and the decree of the [ndge, 
thatman ſhall dic. This was; ( ſaith he, )the text of the ws, 
W RICH 
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which you call S. Jeromes , not much more then two hundred 
yeares fincc, when Nicho/am de Lyra,8 your ordinarie Glofle, 
did comment upon it: and ſo they read tothis day,as alſo ma- 
ny Written coppics, which I have ſeene,(Gith hee.) And there- 
fore itis no (mal blemiſh to the Papiſts, that, in former times, 
they had alſo thus corrupted, even that which they call $ /e- 
rome tranſlation. Hee further ſheweth, that the originall He. 
brew,and the Greeke tranflation of the Septuagines , bee alſo di- 
rely againſt that their then corrupted tranflation, in this 
point. And ſo did S. Cyprias alfo repeate this Text. Et homo 
quicungque fecerit in ſuperbia, ut non exaudiat [acerdetem, art Indi- 
cem,quicunque fuerit in diebus illu,morietur home ille : Et emny popu- 
Ins, tus andierit timebit, And the man wheſorver ſhall in pride, not 
heare the Prieft,or the Indge, which (ball be in thoſe dayes, that man 
ſhall die, and the people, when they ſhall beare of it, ſhall feare. Firſt 
then, ebcdience, 15 þy the wordes of this text, commaunded, 
aſwell toward the Iudge, that 1s to ſay, the civill Magiſtrate, 
28 toward the Pricit. For you ſee, the Prieft, and the Iudge, 
therein, to bce mor all one, but diretly diltinguithed , ro 
Tudges, as by the chicfe rulers, was Iſracl ſometunes governed, 
and chac for ſundrie yeares,untill kings were appointed,as the 
Booke of Judges, it lelfe declarcth. And when Kings were 
appointed,both Pricſts,and ludges were ſubjebt tothe Kings, 
asthe Bookes of S«muel, of the Kings, and of the Chronicles, 
doeſheiy; And for an evident proofec hereof, you rhaytake the 
example , of that godly, and religious King , age an, war . 
awong(t the reſt. For hee not encly ſct Tudges 1n the land, 
ehroughout all the fence Cities of Judah, Citie by Citic, but 
hee ſa1d likewiſe to theſe Tudyes. Take hrede what yee doe, for 
yee judge not for mai, bvi for the Lerd,ywho « with you inthe judge- 
ment : wherefare nw let the feare of the Lord bee upon you , take 
beede, and doe it: For there is no iniquitie with the Lord «xr Ged,jior 
reſpeR of perſons, nor t:hing of vifis. Adoreover,, in Jeruſalem, cid 
Iehoſhaphat jet of the Lenites,and of the Prieſts,en« of the ch.cfe of 
the Fathers of 1ſr101, for the iudgement of the Lord, and for cenitre- 
verſie:, when they returned to Jeruſalem: and he charged them, ſa yg: 
T hn (hail you doe inthe feareof the L1rd, faithfully, «nd with « 
perfect heart, And wha; canſe jorver ſhall rome # 43 you , of 197 
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bretbren , that dwell in the Cities betweene blond and bloud, betweeng 
Law and Commanndement,Statutes and Indgements, yee ſhall warne 
them, that they treſpaſſe not againft the Lord, and ſo wrath come 
Kpen you, and upon your brethren: thu doeand yee ſhall not treſpaſe. 
And, bebsld, Amariab, the Prieft, ſhalbe the chiefe over you , in aff 
metters of the Lord : and Zebadiah, the ſonne of Iſhmael, aruler of 
the houſe of Tudah , for all the Kings matters : and the Levites ſbal 
be Officers before you. Deale conragiouſly, and the Lord [hall be with 
the good, Where you ce, that in the time of the Kines, the 
Judges , and :nec Prieſts alſo, were ſubje& to the King, and at 
his or.lering, and appolatment: For all theſe, both indges, 
Priefts, and Levites, e1d King Tehosſaphet thus conſtitute, and 
; 4.4 hrs But now, ſeconaly,oblcrve, that both the Prieft,and 
rhe [udge,mentioned 1n this Text of Deut. x 7. were td Tudge, 
and g1ve ſentence, not as they liſted themſclycs, but according to 
the Lew ; which God himſclte had given in thoſe caſes. So that 
the ſentence, not onely of the infertour Priefts , but even of 
the chicte or high-Pricſt himſelfe, was not alwayecs certaine- 
ly true, and eyermore utKllible, ( as y ou ſay it , was, ) uvlefle 
it weredireed, and done, according to that law. For other. 
wiſe they might , and did erre in their judgements. Yea ma. 
ny complaints were in the old Teſtament, againft them, for 
their crrours , and going aſtray from Gods law : inſomuch , 
that alchough they ſaid , (as the Papiſts likewiſe doe of their 
Pricit of Ree, ) Non peribit lex 4 Sdcerdote, That the law (ball 
wot periſh ſrom the Prieſt,(lerem.1 8.18.) yet God hiniſeife ſaved 
otherwiſe, namely, that, Lex peribit aSacerdete, T be law (hail 
periſh from the prieſt, Ezech.7. 26. And for farther proofe here- 
of, remember that Laron was the b1gh Prieit, and yet that he 
with the reſt of the Pricits,and people,erred when they mace 
the golden Calfe. Againe, wee they not the Prieſts, and 
Prophets, thac gave ſentence of death againſt Jeremie, Gods 
truce Prophet ? was that therefore > juft jentence, which was 
ſo $1ven againft him? Was 1t not alſo in a Councell,that An- 
vi«s the high Prieſt, commaunded men that {tood by, te {mite 
FS. (ul en the mouth 2 was it therefore well done, and juſtih- 
able 2 Was not, ( moreover, ) the tngh Pricſt preſeat in that 
Ceuncell, which commaund<} the Apoſtles to teach no more 

n 
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inthe name of I n 5s y s * was that therefore a good com- 
maundement * or a £00d and allowable decree, that was thus 
made againft them 7? Yea, was not the high Pricſt pacſent in ub «6 
that Councell, whercinCux 1 5s T himſcife was condemned? rag ho F; 39 
And did not hee, in that Councell, ſay exprefſcly of Chrilt, yh 3. 02G 
that hec had ſpoken blaſphemic?]t 1s then yerie apparan that 00: ; 
net onely the interiour Pricſts, but cven the high Prieſt alſo, 
though joyned, & aſſembled with others ina Councetl,might 
neverthelcfſe polbibly erre,amd did erre (ometimes,in h1s ſen- 
tence, and giving of judgement, And therefore, ſo alſe may 
the Pope of Rome erre, not onely as hee is ſingly Conſidered 
by himſclfe,but even though hee be joyned with others 1n a 
Councell, admitting, that hee were the high Prieſt, in the 
Chriſtian Church , which hce is net, as I have ſhewed in my 
Reply, pag.10.11. whercto you have wade mo Anſwer in your 
Reioyader. Fer the ſacred Scriprures , acknowledge no other 
hish Prieſt,in the Chriſtian Church,butCanrsr Ix svs 
onely, nor any other to be the chiefe Sheepbe ard,er Supreame 
Paſtor, over all the ſeverall Paſtors , of all the ſeverall fleckes in the 5% oo 
world , but onely CyrisT Its ys. Butyet here,third- "$I 
ly. obſerve, that this Text of Devt. 19. (which you cite,)con- 
ccrneth onely the Iewiſh policie, or Commen-wealth'of the 
Iewes, as being a part of the Judiciall law, proper to that ma- 
gon, and which 1s now abrogated , and aboliſked. For to de- 
termine thoſc harder, and difficulter queitions, and litigious 
eaſcs,concerning bloud,and the other things there mentioned, 
the partic grieved is required to reſort to the Leviticall Friefts, Deu 1 7.8.9 
( of whick ſort there be nenc at this 6ay amoneſt Chriftians:) 
and againe, T 0 the plase, which the Lord their God ſhould chooſe, 
which was in aftertimes , [eruſalem , where the Temple was 
builded , and where Jehe/aphat alſo, ( according to this Jaw, ) 
ercited, and contiituted 4 Synedrien , or Councell , confiiting 
of Levites, Prieſ's, and of the chiefe :of the Fathers of Tſracl, 
2 Chron.19.8.9. Put none1s bound at this day, to Tecto Terne 
ſalem , to have his litig1ous, and doubtfull caſes, to bee decided 
and dete:mined,by any Leviticall Prieſt, orother tndges there: 
Ney tier 15 Rome , Ear Jeruſalem : nor 15 the Poje of Rome, or 
his Prie;is,any of thoſe Priefts,Ceſcended of the Thibe of Levi. 
D- 3 And 
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5. But I proccede, proſecuting matters, not confuſedly, as 


yeudoe, but forthe moſt part, in that ſort, and ord 
be layed downein my Rep ort, and order,as they 


better and the more calily perceive , both what you have An- 


, that ſo the Reader alſo may the 


iwercdin this your Reieynder , and what ,*and how much you 
havc left waanſwercd, as alſo how good, or bad your Anſwers 
bee. In my Aeply thercfore,peg.1. I ſaid, that $. Chyſoſtowe, 
(diftingut Hing thoſe two offices, (viz.) the Regall,and Sacer- 
dotall, ) did ſay thus : //le cogit . hic exhort«tury : ille habet «rms 
ſenſubilia , hic arms ſpiritualis : T he King compelle: h,tbe Prieſt ex- 
honteib : the King bath ſenſible Weapons, the Prieſt hath ſpirituall 
weapons. Hereunto you Anſwer,that S. Chryſoſtome meant one= 
ly, that the King with his ſenfible weapons, ( of impriſon- 
ment, banuhment , pecuniarie mulQs, temperail death , and 
other penaltics, ) ſhould force, (when other meancs faylee,) 
the rebellious childrenof the Church, to performe their dutie 
unto their Prince, & Prelate & nor, thatthe Prince hath an 
power over the Paſtor, unto whom , (ſay yov,) by the ordi- 
nance ef God , hee isſubje&ed ; and thus you make the King,\ 
to have power onely ever ſuch, as you here call the childrem 
of the Church , but not ever Bifhops, Paſtors , and other Ec- 
cleſiaſticall Mimiiters: and of this opinien you would drawe 
S. C hryſeftome to be, againſt his ewne good Will, and hiking. 
Bur although by his words precedent,and ſublequent,{ which 
yeu ſo much ſpeake of, ) it appearech that Kings and Princes 
arc to bee ſubje&, to Biſhops and Paſters, 1n reſpect of the 
duc adminiſtration of thoſe their ſacred offices, funftions,and 


 miniſteries, committed to thera from Ged 7 yet in reſpett cf 


themſclves, and of their ewne Perſons, hee held them vertc, 
clearely , to bce not {uperiour, but ſubjeR, to Kings, and Prin- 
ces. Fer whereas $. Paul ſpeaketh thus : Let everie ſoule be ſxb- 


Chryſ.he.2 Z+ ject to the big her powers : The Gmc S. Chryſeſteme ſaith,(which 


[ mcrvaile you have ſo ſocne forgotten, )that, emnibw iſt pre- 
cipiuntur, Sacerdetibus queque «c Menachw,es non ſerum ſecularib1s. 


T beſe things be comanaded tc 4it,even to Prieſts al/o,C t0 M enck;s ; 
an 
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and nt to ley, or ſecular men onely. Yea hee ſaith further,in the 
ſame placc, that though you bee an Apoſtle, theugh a» Evan. 
geliſt, theugh « Prophet, or what ſever you bee, you mit be ſubieti to 
theſe higher powers. Remember againe, that ſpeaking of the 
Emperour, hee ſaith , that New haber parem ullum ſuper terram, He 
bath no Peere, ner equall upen earth. Yea, hee ſaith of him , that 
hee was, Ceput of ſunmites emnium ſuper terras hominum, The 
head, and one that hai the ſupremacie over allmen uyen earth. Yea, 
S.Chryſoſtome himtfelfc, did yer further,rcally,and aQually de- 
clare this ſubjeRtion, to theſe higher powers,cven in his owne __ 
perſon: For did not the Emperovr exile and baniſh him ? Amd $S1c142.1.b-. 6. 
did not hee, theugh Archbilhep of ;Cenſtantinople,humbly ſub- cap. 1 5. grace, 
mit himſclfe thereunto, and ycelde obedience? Was not like- &> cap. 1 4. 
wile L:'berins, though a Biſhop of Rome , exiled, and bamſhed Latine. 
by the Emperevr , and did not hee alſo quietly ſubmit himſelfe 7 heodor.tþ 2 
unto 1t, asbeing done by the Emperenrs commaundement,and c:þ.2 .4.13 
authoricie ? And was not alſs Atbaxeſius, baniſhed by the Em- Theodor.lib. 2 
pereurs authoritie, and did not he likewiſe patiently, and obe- cap. 2.4 13» 
diently undergoe it © You ſee then, that not onely lay people, 
and ſuch as you call the children of the Church, but cvcnthoſe 
allo that were Fathers in the ſame, as namely Biſhops,and P3- 
Rors, Archbilhops, and cyen Biſhops of Rome themſelves,were, 
mn thoſc forwer, and auncient times, ſubject to theſe higher ,, , 4d 
; | : —— Peiag. Ep 
powers, ( viz.) to Emperours, Kings, and Princes : Quib #05 | © gA 
tHiam ſubdios ejje ſantF2 Scripture precipiunt : To whom, ( Cach ©," Concik, 
alſo Pelayins another Biſhop ef K ome ) the holy Scriptures com- edit. Bin. tom, 
maund,even us the: be B ſhops andthe Bijbeps of Rome to be ſubjci2. © pig-633. 
$o that thoſe Bhops, in thoſe dayes, performed this ſubje- 
Aion and obedience,unts them,as being moved thereunto,cut 
of dutic, and good conſcience, and becauſe God, in his holy 
Scriptures, had ſo commaunded. Bur theſe two points, name- 
ly, that, Empereu's, Kings, and Princes bee ſubjeR to that 
authoritie, mcſſage, and miniſterie, which God hath eom- 
mitre.| to Bifhops, and Paſtors: And, that Biſheps againe.and 
Paſtors,& all Miniſters Eccleſialticall,be, nevertheleſle;fut ject 
to Empereurs, Kings,and Princes,in ref] pe#t of their owne per - 
fons, 15 largely declared, both in my firſt Booke, & in my R e- 
th allo aſwell as here. As for theſe precedent, and ſubſequent 


Wordcs 
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werdes in S, Chryfoſtome, ( which you ſo often ſpeake of, ) even 
you aſwell as I, might vcrie well have omitted them, as being 
ncedleſſero be mentioned, becauſe the matter, and ſubſtance 
of them, was before graunted,and confeſſed by me,in my for- 
mer Bookes, as it is likewiſc here againe inthis, and yet younc- 
yer the mcerer of your purpoſe. And therefore you had no 
cauſc to complainc of the omuſsion of the by me,when the re- 
cirall of them by you, will do you no more good, wor prove, or 
inferre any more matter in your behalfe , then that which was 
formerly by me confeſſed, and granted unto you: But leaſtrea- 
{on of all, had you to infinuate,as though by omiſsion of thoſe 
precedent, arid ſubſequent wordes, I had a meaning to delude 
my Reader, by conccaling the truth: Fer you ſee , that I had 
no ſuch purpoſe, or mMc2nng, to conccale that truth, which 
my ſclfe had formerly delivercd, and grauntcd, and which I 
ftill confeſſe with S. Chry/o/teme , touching the ſubjetion of 
Princes to Gods authoritic, committed to his Miniſters - But 18 
15 your lelfe 1n veric deede, which abuſe, & delude your Rea< 
der, 1nthis caſe , by concealing truth. For although you tell 
ſome truth, you tell not the whele truth , as you ought, but 
conceale apart of it, or , ( which is worſe, ) you denic a part 
of it, inaſmuch as you affrme, the ſubjeiom of Empe- 
rours,, Kings , and Princcs to that authoritie, whick God hath 
committed ts his Biſhops,ani Paſtors. But the other part oft 
truth , concerning the ſubjeQion, which Biſhops, Paftors,and 
all Ecclefiatiicall Miniſters, { aſwell as lay people,) owe and 
are to pertorme to Empercurs,Kingss,and Princes, imrcf pe of 
their ewne perſons, this you conceale, and doe not athrme: 
Y ca, you doedirectly denic it, although S. Ch y/oftome, ( 25 
here is manifelt ) doth direly aftirme it. Hencetorth there- 
fore wrong not S Chryſoſteme 1m this point as you doe, nor ut- 
lude your Reader any longer with theſe your taile Comments 
and untrue ſurmiſes. | 
6. But in my Reply pag 2.1 farther cited the text of 1 7 im. 
2.1.2. \whcre S. Paul exhortcth Chriitians, to pray chiclly,& 
elpeciall for Kings, andall thatare in autnoritic, that, vn er 
them , We ina lead 4 giiet , and feaceable life, uy 7 0% 10 hid 
(which you lay , 1 Englith thus, ) im 2ll go. lincflc,and None. 
!t1e, 
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ſie. But you are deceived: ſor, altheugh I put, theſe wordes 
ſo together in the .Engb(b, yet: make them no all, to 
be the Engliſh of thoſe Greeks wardes. Everic meanc Grecian 
knowerh,that the Englith of thoſe Greeke wordes, iy Tc iu- 
o: Cam, is no more, but in all godliacfic: bur T added the other 
werdes, ( and honeltie; ) not as being lignified by thoſe for- 


. mer Greeke words, but as being other wordcs, aanexcd 1n the | 


Engliſh Text, the Greeke whereof, I did not then mentien, 
which is, Kei G£uviTkt1., Now all being put together,beth ac- 
cording to the Greeke, and Engliſh, the | extis, ( as I rightly 
recited 1t,) in «ll gedlineſſe, and honeſtie. And therefore in all this 
you doe but Nodum in ſpe querere , which be&ommerth you 
not. But why doe you further (ay, that I citethis Text to no 
purpoſe : I ſhewed you in my Reply,to what end and purpoſe, 
I cited it; namely, to declare, that Kings and Princcs, are to 
reſpeR aſiwell pietic, godlineſle, and religion, as civill hone- 
fic, and corre{pondencie of humane ſocietic; For, belide,that 
the wordes of the Text, doc plainely import ſomuch , can 
any reaſonable man ſuppcſe , # $6 eyther 5. Paal would cx- 
hore Chriſtians, or that Chriftians them(ſclves would pray for 
Kings, and Princes, for this reſpeR, and to this end onely that 
they ſhould maintayne exterpall worldly peace, civill hone: 
ſtic, and humane ſocietzie, without any reſpeRor regard had at 
all, unto pictic,zodlineſle, and ro that Chriſtian religion,they 
held and profcilcd , and which they more<cſteemcd then their 
lives, and more then all carthly treaſures and worldly happi- 
nefſe whatſoever *:; Yea , tothis end, and purpoſe it was,ithat 
I therealſo mentioned ſoine ſpeeches of [uſlirian , V alentinies, 
and Theedefiwms , Emperours , teſtifying, and declaring their 
chicfeſt care within their Empyres and Dominions, to be, for, 
and concerning Gods religion :; whereunto you have notan- 
ſwered. Bur yetfor further proofe hereof, I alledged 1n the 
fame my K eply peg. 3- that clecre teftimonie alſo of S. A xgu- 
ſtine, where hee ſhewerh , thac 1t « enioyned Kings from Ged that 
in their king domes,t hey ſhould commannd gooathings,aud forvid evil 


things alſo , as belongio Gods religion. You ſay . the worecs of 
S. Anguſiine be theſe. Inthi, Kngs, as they bee dy 
E r0M8 


_ 
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things not euely ſuch thing s, as beloag to bumane ſocietie), but ſuch cap Jt, 
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om Kings, if in their kingdemes, 
they communund goed - probibite 18, not onely what periaynes to bu. 
mane ſocietie, but alſs what pertaynes" to divine religies, ' Let the 
wordes bce as yourelate them, all commeth to one cffe& , as 
touching that purpoſe for which I alleJged him. For what * 
Is it netall one in ſence, to ſay, that Kings are enjoyncd from 
God,and Kings are commaunded'frem heaven ? For when 
you ſay, that Kings are commaunded from heaven;-I make no 
doubt,but you meanethercby,the ſame thing thatT doe,when 
I{ay,it1s cnjeyned Kings from Ged : & when you ſay againe, 
that Kings dog, (as they are commaunde.| from heaven,) ſerve 
Ged as Kings, if in their Kingdomes, they commaund goed, 
and prohibitc1l!, not onely what pertaynes to humane ſocie. 
tie, but what alſo pertaynes to divine Religion: Doc net theſe 
wordes of yours, as clearely, and as ftrongly prove, the Kings 
authoririe, 1n matters Ecclefiaſticall, amd concerning Religion, 
as my wordcs dee, when Fſ.y, that it s enioyned Kixgs from God, 
that in their kingdemes, they ſhould commaund good things, and for- 
bid evil things, not onely ſuch things, 4s belong to humane ſocictie, 
but ſach things al/e, 4s belong to Gods religion ? Yea, even your 
ſelfc, forced by the unrefiſtable evidemce of this teſtimonie of 
S. Auguſiine , doe at laft yeeld, and graunt , that Kings may 
commanad in things bclonging to religion; But them what 
thoſe things bee, whichthe King may ſcommaund, belonging 
to religionzyou ſceme to ſay,that they beThefcRape,and tuch 
like. And yet!yen cite the ſame S. Auguſtine, affirming, that 
utilifimum, & ſalnberrimm eft; &'c. It is meſtprofitable,and cx- 
pedient, thatthe King makelawes, to reſtraincthe free will of 
man,from tranſgreſving in ſuch things,as the law of God doth 
intirrate unto us. Hereby, you may perceive, that you needed 
no better confater then your ſelfe. For be onely, T hetr, Kape, 
and ſuch like c1vill offences, prehibited by the law of God * 
And be nct Idolatrie, falle worſhip, blaſphemic, and other of- 
tences againſt God and his religion, by the ſame law of God 
alſo prohibited ? Yea,S. Auguſtine himſelfe, ( as you ſec, )hcre 
e1tin-uifheth berweene things belonging to humane or civill 


O 


ſuciette, and things belongins eo divine religion : and there- 


forc you mult not confound thoſe things , which hee hath fo 
guealy 
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dircAly diſtinguifhed. Now; Theft, Rape, and fuch like offen- 

ces,concerne ctvill,or humane ſocictie,and bec offences azainſt 

the ſecond Table of Gods Law: but therebealſs offences;char 

bee done immediatly againſt God,which bee compriſed in the 

firit Table of his Law. And did you never reade nor heare,that -- 

the King 18,Cuites #trinſque T abule,T be keeper of both the Tablest Devt. 17.18. 

Why was the Booke of Gods law, at the- firſt inſtitution of 1 9. 

Kings inthe Common-wealc of [ſree/, 'r&quired to be delive. 

red tothe King © And why was hce charged to rcade therein, 

all the daycs of hislite, and te keepe all To wordcs,and ordi- 

nances contaynedin it, if: hee were not aſwell to fſce the 

dutics of the firſt Table of the Law, as sf the ſecond, to bee 

obſcrved within his kinzdeme * For,'the Booke of Gods law, 

cemprechendeth more then the dutics ofthe ſecond Table. And 

you muſt oblerye that this waz enjoyned te him, not inreſpeR 

of his private converſation onely, as hee was a man, but in re- 

ſpch}of>his Regall and Princely office and fanftion ſpecially: 

For, when he was ſetupon the throhe of his Kingdome, then 

1t was, that,he was enjoyned theſe things, as the verie wordesy 

bf the Textitſelfe,doe exprellely tettific. Wherfore, well fpake : 

S. A ugnſtine, T hat s King ſeryeth God me wiy,es re is 4 man,and Aug epiſt, 56 

another way, as hewa Kiug : 44 ;bee #4 man, hee ſerveth God by lin 

wing faithfully: As bee us King, hee ſervetb Gid in ſetting forth 

lawes to commaund,, that which u geod, and to removt the contrarie. 

So that Kings, «a4 Kings, ſerve God, in doing that for his ſervice, 

which none but Kings can doe. Y ca, that Kings may puniſh Tdo- 

latric, blaſphemie, ſacriledge,ſchiſme, hereſie, and all the offen. 

ces againit:thefirit 'Table jaſwellas Theſes, Rapes; Murthe: s, 

Adultcries, and other offences againſt the ſccond Table cf his 

law, S.£ugefſtize yerturther directly ſheweth againitrthe Do- 7 vg. cont. 2. 

nvatiſts , ſaying. Cy thus, if, you dare, I*t murtbers be puniſhed, let Gardentis e 

adulteries be puniſhed, tet 6ther degrees of Iſt, «nd ſinne , be puniſhed: pijt l.2.6.21 

enely ſacriledges, ( that '1s , wronging,'of Gods truth, and his 

Charch,:) we will net have to be puniſhid by Princes lowes. Againe, 

he ſpeakech thus. "Will the Druatiſts, though they were convinced | . > Fog 

of a/acrilegons ſcbiſme,ſcy,that it belonget h not to the Princes power /, ” 

to eorrect, or puniſh iheſe things ? I's it, becauſe ſuch powers do: nit INE £2 | 

extend te'corrupr @ falſe religion? The workes of the flelh, $.P av/ bs 1+ 
F E 2 : reckeneth © 
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rechaneth to be theſe : Adulterie, fornication, nncleanneſſe, wantor« 
weſſe. idelatris, witchbreft, hatred, debare, emeulation, wrath; comen. 
tions, ſeditions, bereſues,, envie ,wwwrthers, druhenueſſe , glurrduie; 
and jucb hke Wh-t thinks theſe,mev aith S. 4 vguftine ? May; he 
crime of idelctrie bee infiiyrevenged by the Mag tircte ? or may wit 
c hes be rightly pan. ſhed by tbe riger if Vrinces lawes © ard yer will 
they not ackn-wei ge, that he1661 kro and ſebiſmatickes, may be 1e- 
prejſed by the ſame , wacn S, Poul rthearſerb them al orether with 
the other fruites f iniquitit. WA tbry reply that carih!» par are 
wot to medals with ſuch\matiers?/ 0 wha: ecu then,doth be beaietbe 


ſword, which 1 called Gods mini.er,ſeyrg 0 pr'ſh m.l-f. ors? 


C briſt ſaith the Golpell: Goe out 140 the big b wayes, ond bedges 
ard comfelt them to come in, that mine benje may bc filed. Wee take 
wayes, ( 1aith S Auguſtine, )for her: fies ; aud hedges, for ſchiſmes: 
becai.ſe , wayes, in thu place , figniſie tle diverſencſſe ; and, brager 
tbe peryerſereſ]e of opinions. If then theſe that Le found in the high 
w4yes,ard hedges, that u inhere([.cs, avd ji b:ſmes, muil be:compeited 
to come in, let thew net miſlke;thet they be forced : #orthucemmane 
ding by Privcely power,occaſtoneth many to be ſav: d,wborbouy b they 
be viclently brovy ht tothe feaſt of tle great he: ſho'der,and compelled 
ro come in, yet be mg there, they finde cauſe to rejoyce,that they did en- 
ter,though at firſt againſ! ebe:r wills.But here you. tel me, (chough 
ſomewhat untcalonably, ) that you cited an your Anſwere, a 
Decree cr Canon, made1n the firſt Councell of Nyce, decla- 
ring cyidently, that the Biſhop of R eme, (whom you unjuftly, 
Po untracly call, thcſupreame Paſtor of the whole Militant 
Church, had the Supreamacic in that tume, & that untorhis 
pregnant proofe preduced by you. I onely reply , as Maskers 
doe with Mumme. Why 7 what ncededany reply at all unto it? 
For I had anſwered it before, in my firit'Boeke, cap. 1.p4p.1 2. 
W here I aftirmed,and ſhcwed it to bee aforged, and counter- 
feyte Canon, by diverſe Councels, as namely by the ſixth 


Councell of Carthage,cap:3. by the » African Councell,cap. 92 . 


& 181.6 105..and bythe AMileviteve Councell, cap.23. Yea 


the ycrie fifth, and ſixth Canons,: (which bee confelle te bee 
unJoubtedly truc Canoms,)of the Councell of Nyce,doe them- 
ſelycs ſufficicatly declare, that other Canon, ( which you,and 
ocher Papilts alſo alledge,) tobce falſe, and forged. Arid not 


onely 
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onely thoſe Councels,-ut the Decrees of other Councels a)ſs, 
decreeing againſt the ſmpremacie of theBiſhop of Reme,( az is 
ſhewed 1jn the ſawe my;firſtbooke,c. x p.1,6.25.18.) do therby 
likewile conſequently 46 597 ras che Coun = of 
Nice, which you ſpeake of,toibe a ne wHorged thing.Bur if you 
defire yer RG thereof, agaialt che-objeRitons , and 
allegations that Papiſts make in this caſc, 'then reade that 
Bookeof juriſdition, Regall, Epiſcopell, Popail, made by that 
worthy, learned ; and reycrend Biihop Defor Carleton, cap. 5. 
pax.69.70.71-72.73-74-75-76.77. And reade alſo for the 
lame purpoſe, 7 be Cotholicke A ppedle forthe Proteſtants made 
by that reverend, worthy,amd learned Biſhop Deffer Morton, fib. 
4+ 64þ.8-pg. 467 468 469-470.471-472-473-474-47 5.470: 
and there thall you ſce this Canon, ſotully naintayned to 
farged againl(t cheadverſarics,as thar it 1s now a ſhamefor you, 
% or any other Papall, to cite or produce it, for a witnefe of the 
S Popes ſupremacie. Butupon ſuchfalſe,and forged teſtmonies, 
it 1s, that the Popes ſupremacie, is chiefcly founted. Howbcir 
E hope by thu time, you perceive, that howſocycr, the Pope, 
$. and Poperic,have becne heretofore long maskers in the world, 

and gonediſguilced, yet at laſt they kave becne yuiſcovered, and 
made knowne te bee ſuch, as they bee tndeelc: and, that it 
had beenc much bectca for you, to have beene mute, or mum, 
then by this your provocation,to have occafioned,the fſh:me, 
and 1znonune of the Pope,and Popiſh Church, in the port, 
of forgeric to be thus diſplayed, and layd open , as alſo you 
may here ſee, tar | have no way wronged S. Au: uſftine, or 
wreitcd him to a wreng conitruthon , ( as You calumniate, ) 
when [ alle.'ged him, to prove the Kings authoritic aſwell in 
matters Ecclefiaſticall, and concerning Religion, as in matters 
Civill, and Temporall. Which that you, and evcric man e'ſc, 
may yet the betcer, and the more fully perceiye, I have here 
thought it g00\ tolet downe, his owne verie wordes in Latine, Aug. contre: 
andthey be theſe : In boc enim Reges fieut eſs divinitus precipi- Creſcen.lib. 3, 
tur, Deo jerviunt,jn quantem R eges ſuit ſi,in ſus regno bond inbeant, cap 5I- 
mala, prohibeant, non ſolum que pertinent ad humanam ſocietatem, | 
Ver uwetiam, que ad divinamreligionem. For in thu, ( ſauth he,) doe 
Kiypgs, a6 4 commanded thew from God,ſerwe ai they be Kir g5.!f in 
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their kingdomts, they commaund good things, and forbid exill things, 
wot enely thoſe things, which belong to humane ſocietie, but theſe 
things alſo,whichbelong to Gods Religion. Can any thing be more 
plaincly, or more dircAaly ſpoken for preofe of this peint * 

2. Hcre then you may withall perceiyc , the truth ef that 
diitin&:on, which 1 uſed in my Reply (cop. 1.pag.4.)For where« 
as you, in your:Anivwcr,amplitying the Sacerdorall.or ſpiritual 
power, had ſaid that how wuch the foule in perfeltien exceeds 
the bedic : the cternall blifle, the temporalltelicitie : the divine 
lJawes, the humane lawes : By ſo much did the ſpiritual) authe- 
ritic cxccede the ecmporall: T hereunto I replyed, and {ayed, 
that whileſt you thus ſpake, you ſheuld haveremenibred,and 
obſerved, wherein, and in what reſpe&s it was, that this ex- 
ccllencie of che one above the other, did conſiſt. For as it is 
true, that in reſpe& of converting ſoules; and firting them for 
Gods kingdewe, by preaching of Gods word, adiminiſtring of 
the Sacraments, and exerciſc of the Eccleſiaſtical diſcipline, the 
fpiriruall fun tion, and avtheritic 18to bee preferred before 
the Regall,or Temporall : $o no lefle wrac is it, that in reſpeR off 
the temporall power of the ſword,externally te commaund, 
compcll,and to puntth offend ers,in cauſcs beth Eccleſtafticall, 
and Civill, the Regall, and temporall office, and authoritic, is 
to bee prefcrred before the Epiſcopal, or Sacerdotall. This di- 
ſtinction, becauſe it killeth,and ſtriketh dead your cauſe , you 
cannot endure, and therefore doc you, in your Reioyuder exe 
clayme againſt it,and call it «diſtin&ion never heard of before,and 
that it was lately batched in the V niverſitie of Mollinmigban , ( as 
you (coffingly ſpeake,)in the Colledge thereof your owne divifing 
and nomination , and Whereof you are the father, and the founder. 
But,(co let this paſe, as an idle fiction of a fartatticall braine,) 
why wiil you not acknowledge thetruth of this diſtin&ion, 
which is ſocleare, plaine, and cyident im it {cltc?T he firſt pars 

of it, you neyther doe, nor cam denie, namely, thar inreſpett 
of conyerting ſoules, and fitting them for Gods kingdome,by 
preaching cf Gods wurd,adminiſtring of the Sacraments,and 
exerciſc of the Eccleſiaſticall diſcipline,the {pirituall office and 
authoritic isto bee preferred before the Rrgall , or Temporal, 
Fer this is, eric appatant,even by S. Chryſoſtome higulelfe, ho 

ſpcakcth 


ſee the difference how great it 5, betweenethe King, and the Prieſt, y.rh Eſa.vidi 


ſheth their « ffices : Regi, corpora commiſſe ſunt : jaceidoti, anime: 
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fpeaketh to Ecclefiaſticall Minifters on this wiſe. Noſmall yew- 
geance, (ſaith nor) Sees over your heads, if you doe ſuffer any 
hainous offender, to be pari«ker of the Loyds Table > lois bioud fballbe 
required at your hands, whether heebe a Captaine, Lieutenant, or 4 
erowned King, forbid him : intheſe caſes, tl y poWer is greater then 
by. Aiken ſaith ; Si vis videre diſcrimen, quantum abſit Rex 
4 Sacerdote, expende modum potejtatis, virigque tradite. 1f you will Ch-y/o/t. de 


weigh the meaſure of the power, or autboritie, graunted unto them 
beth. An there ſhewing the power, and authoritie , whick 
God hath committed to the Prieſt, he ſaith: Eog Dew, ipſum 
repale caput ſacerdotis man bus ſubiecit : and in that reſpe,(ſaith 
hee, ) hath God ſubietted : he head of the King, to tbe pv of the 
Prieft. Sothat 1t is cnely 1nreſpett ct their Miniſterie, power, 
and authoritie, graunted them from God, & not in all rcſpeRs, 
nor to all inrents,and purpoſes, that this their excellcrac and 
prexeminencie conlilterh. Yea, he farther theweth, that their 
power and otfices, bee diſtin, and limitted, and thatthe one 
may not 1ntrude mrto the ofhce; and bounds of the other. For, 
when King Yzzh, otherwiſe called Ozias, entred into the 
Templero burne incenſe, which pertaynci to the Pricits of- 
fice, aninot to the King: S. Ch. yſoſtome, reproving and con- 
demoing th1s, ſaith thus unto the King: Mane inrra tues termi- Ch, ſ/t. de 
nos ; «ly ſunt termini Regni , aly termini ſacer.'0: : Keepe you with- yg; Eſaig 
In your own? bunds : For, the limits or buunds of the Reg all calling, yidji ram fe 
be one : and the limits oy bounds of the Sacerdotail calling be another, ,\;/ 4 

And againe t cc faith , that , Res efl mala, non manere intra fines, 
nobs a Deo preſerijtes. It is anill thing not to abiie within the limits 
or bounds preſcrib:d wnte us of God, Hee againe thus diſtingut- 


Dom, hors. 5. 


2.Cbron.' 26. 
16.1718. 


Rex mac: [44 co porum remittit, Sacerdss autem maculas feccatorum: 
Ille cogit , hic exhortatur : Ilſe neceſs.tate. hic conſilio - Tile babet ar- 
ma jenfibilia , hic arma ſpiritu«lia. Ile belium gerit cumbaibaris,ni- 
hi bel.em eft adverſus Da mones. T o the King, (ſaith he, ) are 69- 2,1 NE 
dies committed ; to the Prieſt, ſoules : the King remit. eththe [,ots of pi bi rom 
tbe bodies , the Prieſt tbe ſpots of ſinnes. T we Koig compelieib, rhe 
Prieſt exhorte; h, the one with neceſſitie , or conityaiut, the a: her wth 
advice, or counſaile ; The King h.th ſenſible weapons , the Foun 
7 194; 
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bath ſpiritnall wecgens : The King maketh ware with the Barbs. 
rians, and the Prieſt bath warres againſt the Divels Againe hee 
ſaith: Regi,ea que bic ſunt, commiſſe ſunt : mihi caleſtia :miki quum 
dice, ſacerdotem intelligo. To the King are thaſe things commited, 
$bat bee bere : To mee, are things heavenly committed : And When I 
ſay to mee, 1 meane ( ſaith hee ) the Prieſt, So that, although hee 
there affirmeth the Sacerdotall power, or office, to bee wore ex- 
cellent or greater,thenthe R egall.yeewithall hee fheweth you 
wherein,and in what reſpeRts it1s, namely, ( as Lſaid # vos; 
i reſpe@ of thoſe things, which properly belong to the of- 
fice, minifterie, and funtion of a Priett, or Biſhop: of which 
ſort, ispreaching of Gods word, adminiftring of the Sacra. 
ments, and binding and looſing of ſinners, by Excommunica- 
zion , or Abſolation, as the caſe requireth :But hee may not by 
vertue of that his Eccleſiaſticall and Prieſtly office, ule any 
extcraall, civill,coaftive pewer orcompulſion, which you lee, 
cven by the evidentteſtimonie of the ſame S. Chryſoſiome him- 
ſelfc, rightly and properly belongeth to the King, and not to 
the Pricſt Now then here you may perceive withall the other 
ps rrof my diſtinAion to be likewiſe undoubredly true, name- 
Y, T hatin reſpett of the Temporall power of the ſword; thereby ex. 
ternally to commeund, compell and to puniſh off endors, in-cau ſes both 
Eccleſ5aſticall, and Civill, the Regall, and temporall office, and autho. 
ritie, us to bee preferred b:fore the Fpiſcopall, or Sacerdotali. For u 
 15clearethar God hath committed this Civill and Temperall 
ſword, oncly to Kings and Princes, and luch like terreliriall 
Potentates, and not to Biſhops or Prieſts: For fo alſo doth 
S. Paul himſelte dretly thew. And who is there but hce 
knoweth that it properly appertayneth tothe power, &c office 
of this civill and tem porall {word,to commaund,cempell,and 
to puniſh offenders, civilly and in atemporall manner ?,For 
the ſame Apoftle ſaith of everieof theſe higher powers, that | 
beare this temporall Sword, chat hee beareth it not in vauic. 
Yea hecſaith, that hee is the Miniſter of God, a revenger unte 
wrath co him that doth cvill. Here 1s no exception of any pcr- 
ſon, or ef any cauſe, but hee that off<nceth, or doth evill, bee 
hcea lay-mzn, or « cleargic-man,or be he an offendor ins cauſe 


Civill, ot cauſe Eccleſiaſtical, hee appeareth to bee ſubject to 


this 


on 
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this ſword, and authoritic of theſe higher powers. For, ſeeing 
the exprefſe wordes ef the Text, be, Let everie ſole be ſubiet} 3-rant al 
to the bigber powers : Who, ( faith S. Bernard, ) hath excepted you, "$rR _ al 
(ſpeaking to an Archbiſhop,) fromtbu —_ Hee that brin- , diepif vil 
getb in an exception ,( faith hee, ) wſeth but # dclufion. Andyon R FF 
may remember , that even $. Chyy/ofteme alſo himſclfe , as hee . Ih fot. in] 
ſabjeQeth Kings to Biſhops, Pricits,and Paſtors, 1m reſpedt of ,, ,  » 
their power and commiſs10n JNRs them frem God: So | 3 
en the ether (ide, in reſpe&t of the Regel ſword, power. and au- 
thoritie, #iven and graunted likewiſe from God, to Kings 
and Princes, he declaret!1 verie fully that Bifhgps, Prieſts, Pa. 
ftors,and all Ecclcſiaſticall Miniſters whatſecver,aſwell,as lay 
people, arc tobe ſmbje& to them. But this point cencerning 
the ſubjefion of ail Biſhops, Pricſts, and Paſtors, and even of 
the Biſhop of Rewe him(ſcife, aſwell, as of others, unto Kmpe- 
rours, Kings, and Princes,as alſo in cauſes cyen Ecclelialiticall, 
alyell,as Givill, and temporall, 1s ſoclcerely , plainely , and 
plennifully proved, both im my firſt, and ſecond Beokes, and 
in this alſo, ( all your anſwers, eyaſtons, quirkes, and quidd1- 
tics, being therein, utterly fruftrarcd, contuted, and confoun. 
ded,) as that it is to mec a matter of wounder,that you ſhould 
not ſec, and ſo acknowledge the truth of it. But it ſcemeth 
you canmot ſcethe wood for trees, which I am ſorric for. 

8. Howbeit to make this point, yet the more evident, (viz,) 
the ſubjcAtion of Prieſts,and Ecclefiaſticall Miniſters,unto the 
King : and therewithall, the Kings ſupremacic, or ſupreame 
conmmaund, oyer them,cven in cauſes Ecclefiafticall,l alledg<d 
in my Reply, cp. 1. peg. 5. the example of Moſes , who com- 
maundcd not onely the Levites, and that in a matter Eccle- pes , r > Y 
ſiaſticall, and concerming their yerie office, but hee commaun- , 5, * 
«cd alſo even Aron, the high Pricit, ia a matter likewiſe Ece 
cleliafticall, an. concerning his veric ofhce, laying thus unto 
him: T ake the cenſer, and put fire therein of the Altar, and pur 
therein incenſe, and por quickely unto the congregation, and make an 
aitonement for them, for there s wrath gone 0: from the Lore, the 
jlagne is begun, then A arou tooke, 4; Moſes bad commaii.'ed 6.3, 
Cc. Here you ſav,l abuſc my Reader by falſely ciuuny this rex; 
27 the right wordes, (fay you,) are iliclet dM: ſes ſaid to f{aron, 
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take the Cenſer, and drawing fire fromthe Altar,put incenſe upon it, 
going quickely to the people, to pray for them. To pray, ( lay you,) 
and to make attonement, doe differ, and benet all one: how- 
bcit, indcede, not I, but, you are the wan that abuſe your 
Reader, by falſely citing the wordes of this Text : For you, 
tiicrein follow the wordes, of your vulgar Latin tranſlation, 
which is untrue, and unſound, and I follow our Engliſh tran- 
ſation, which is according to the, Originall, in Hebrew , and 
therefore true: which you alſo , if you were agoad Hebricimn, 
would xnow, and perceive, even 1n this veric particular. But 
whether wee take your tranſlatien, of Praying for the people, 
or our tranſlation, of Atronement-making , it commeth all to 
one paſle, as touching that purpoſe for which I cited it, name- 
ly, to prove, that Moſes commaunded Aaron the high Pricft, 
in a matter Ecclefiaſticall,& cocerning his veric office.For your 


{cle do ſay,that,this praying for the people, was a rcligious aA, 


to bee wrought by Laron, as being ntermediate betweenethe 


people, & God,to reconcile, or game unto them the favours of 
heaven. And,on the other fide we ſay,that to burnefincenſe,to mak. 


attonement for the people,is Iikwiſc expreficly, athing properly 
pertayning to the Priefts office, So that as touching that pur- 
poſe for which I cited that text, it maketh(as I ſaid before )no 
diffcrence.But then you go turther,& ſcem to ſpeake,as if Aſo. 
ſes,had not there commanded Aaron.But when Moſes ipake to 
Aaron in this ſort: Accipe t huribulii,Take the cenſer,Be not theſe 
wordes ef commaunding , eſpecially in this cale, and at this 
time, being alſo{poken by a Superior , namely by him,that 
was as the Scripture calleth him,a ag inthe common-weale 

of Ifracl : Yea bee they not wordes, of as full, and clecrc com- 

maund,as when hecſpake in like ſort, te the Levites, ſaying: 
T ake the books of this law , and put yee it in the ſide of the Arke of 

the Covenant of the Lord our God,cc. The Textit (clfe ſheweth 
that theſe were werdes of commaunding , in foſes: And ſo 

itneſſeth alſo your owne tranſlation,that herein, J/+ſcs pre- 

ce; 3 Levitis, Moſes commaunded the Levites. Yea , that 2ſoſes, 

al\vell as his ſucceſſor Joſbuah, commaunded not onely the Le- 

v 465, bug the Priefisalſo, and all the congregation,and people 

cf if{rac}, appcarcth by that anſwer, and acclamaticn , they 
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#5, wee will goe. As Wee have obeyed Moſes in all things,ſo will we 
obey thee : onelythe Lord thy God be with thee a4 bee was with Ms- 
ſes : whoſoever ſhall rebell againſt thy commaundement, and will not 
obey thy wordes, in all that thou commaundeft him , let him bee put to 
death. But then , when you cannot gaineſay, but that Aſe/es 
commaunded Aaron, and that in matters Ecclchaſticall and 
concerning his very office: you come te your laſtrefuge, and 
doc fay,that Me/es was the high Prieſt, and ſo,as am high Prieſt 
commaunded .£r9n. But firſt kow doe you prove this ,thar 
Moſes was an high Prieſt? And yet if you could prove it, what 
would you, orcould you gaine from thence? for your felfe doc 
ſay, that Moſes was as well a king, asa Prieſt: & therefore why 
might hee not commaund him, as hee was a king, rather then 
otherwiſe ? for «id he, in his time, commaund the Pricits, Le- 
vites, & the whole Peeple of Iſrael, otherwiſe, or in any other 
ſort or ſence,then /#ſh1h, his ſucceflor did, who was no Pric? 
how be it, if Moſes had been both a Prieft and a King , would 
not the hgly Scripture ſomewhere, hauctcſtified, and expre!- 
ſed, ſo much, aſwell as 1t doth,in the like caſe, of Ielchiſedect. 
Ger. 14.18. Hebr. 7. 17 For as touching thoſe Texts of Scrip- 
ture, which you bring to prove Meſes tobea Prick, it ſhall by 
and by appcare, that they prove1tnot. Againe if Moſes were 
the high Prieſt, what will yeu make Laron to be ? for it is evi- 
acnt and confellcy of all ſides, that Aron was the high Prieſt : 
and f 37oſes, were alſo another high Priclt, ar the ſame time: 
ehen, bel1de that, there ſhould be wo high Priefts together at 
one tinc, how could the one commanun\ the ether,they being 
both of equall authority? Or can he bc righely, and trucly cal. 
lcd, Summus Sacerdes ,that hath a Swpcrior Prieſt over him, ro 
commaund him 2 lt 1sclecre, that the Scripture doth expreſle. 
ly teſtific of Adoſes , that he was a King, and therefore of that 
there can be no deubt: but that he was alſo a Prieſt, or an 15h 
Prict, ( as you ſuppoſe) it doth not aftirme, nonotin 1a 
Place, wherethe purpoſe of the holy Gholt was to ſhe, wh 1 
Ottices he bare,durins all his life tymc,and what manecr of wa:1 
he was amengit the ltraclites, ſolong ,as he hai been anns R 
F 3 tom, 


zaveto the ſame [oſbuch, ſaying thus unto him : Al tbur thou 7,7.1.16, 
baſt commaunded us, wee will doe, and whetherſoever thou ſeudeſt | 7.18. 
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them, vatill that time, that he was to dic, and ts take his 1a 
farewcl| of them : for thereqit onely appeareth, that he was a 
King and a Prophet, but not aPrict. Had hebenealſo a Prieft, 
no deubt, 1t would not haucbenetherc omitted , but ſpecified 
Iikewiſc, a{well as his other two Offices. Yea reade throuvh. 
out the whole Bible,the hiſterie concerning 2o/es, & you will 
ft11] fince, that ke was a ſupreamecivill Magitirate, a lupreme 
Commaunder, and ſupreame ludge in Iſrael. Fcr it is, ſaide, 


Fx%.1S.13 thar , When Moſes ſate to indge the people , the People lord chout 
_— 6, Mojes, from morning unto even : And when lethro Aoſer” Father 
17. 19-1T9: iy Law,ſaw all that be did to the People, be ſiid, what is this , thou 
g22 *1:+ **: doeft ro the Peoples Why fitteſt thou thy ſelfe alone,and all the People 
23: *4: 35+ ſtand about thee from morning vute even 2. Ard becauſe this was 
26, toe teyliome & treubleſume a buſinefſe, for him aloneto doe; 
he adviſed him to appoint ſome others to help him,& ts beare 

the Burthen with hirw, in hearing & judging of cauſes. Wher- 

upon Moſes choſe able men, out of all Iſracl, and made them 

heads over the People, Rulers over thouſands , Rulers over bun. 

dreths, Rulers over fifties , and Rulers over tens. Andtheſe ird;ed 

the people,at ail ſeaſons :ihe hard Cauſes, they brought to Moſes but 

every ſmall matter, they indged themſelves. When, againe, Moſes 

[| kcard the murmuring, and ſaw the{weeping of the People of 
Iſracl, throughout their famulics , he was much grieved, and 

Numb. 34, {peakethus tothe Lord:Wherefore haſt thou affiitted thy ſervant, 
12 andwhy bave net 1 found faver in thy ſight, ſeeing thou haſt pur the 
hid charge of all this Peojle ypon me ? &'c, By all which, you ſce that 

, 4 I 4Þ Moſes was,as a King, Prince, or ſupreame commannderoycr all 
4 Iſrael, and conſequently, as a King, commaunded Aaron and 
| the reſt of the Pricits, aſwell, as he commannded the Levites, 
or any of the relt of the People. Moreover, if Mcſes had bene 

Exe1. 24: 5. the high Pricft , hemight hauec offered Sacrifice himſclfe, and 
nceded not to haue ſent ethers,(as he did) ro ſacrifice: neither 
Numb. 1 6, needed he to hane commaunded , or required Aaron, to burnc 
P = ' incenſe,(as he did ) ro make an Attonement,for the People,for 


f 


himſelfemight hawc done it. But whatſoever Bellarmine, or 
other Papiſts, hould in this caſe, you , for your part, doe nct 
hould them , to be both high Pricſts together , at one and the 
ſclfe ſame time , but 1n ſucceſſion one after another * accoun- 
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ting Moſes, tobethe high Prieſt, firft, aud then Laven, after 771, 5 4. 
wards. Howbcit,the Scripture ſaith, that Ne mar taketh this ho. 

nor to bimſelfe, but he that is called of God, 45 was Aron, Iftnon 

Floſ*s were called of God,to this honor of Ingh Pricſtheod, ler 

thelike warrant be ſhewed from God, for the Author) z115 of 

him thereynto , that 1s to be ſhewed for Larov. But this you 

cannot ſhew, Beſides, if Moſes werethe high PrieR fiſt , and 

A ar64 afterward : why doth that Epiſtle to the Hebrews,men- 

tion,for the Patterne, or Prefhdent in that Caſc, not doſes, bur 

Aaron” For if Adeſes had bene the firit high Prieft,no doubt he 

would hauc ſatd, That ns man tcketh this henor vnite himſelfe , but 

he that i5 called of God,as was Moſes : But he ſaith not ſo, but he 

ſpe:keth in this ſort.(viz)No man taketh this henor to himſcife, 

but he that is caliedof God, as was Aaron: As if Revera, not 2{eſes 

at all,but Aaron onelie were the firſt high Pricft. Ando, in- 

eccde,S. Chriſoltome direRtly affirmeth, for ſpeaking of Aro Chi y/oft. de' 
he ſaith expreſſely, that 1s primus fuit Pontifex, Fe was the firſt verhu Iſaie 
bigh Prieft, Againeit Xoſes were the hign Prieft, ſo conſtituted yidi Domin 
ef God, how came he afterward, to looſe that honor , or to be þoil. ' 
deprived of it, and ancther, namely Maren, to be put in his 
Placc,in his life time, he committing no fault nor any fault de. 
clared ro bein him, tor which he ſhould be deprived of that 
his Pricfſthoo\ © But, laſtly, what cauſe, or neede 15 there,to ſup- 
pole Moſes to be,(as yeu fancy him)an high Pricit , extraordt. 
nartly ele, and appointed, when there was to be ſcene at 
the ſame time, an High Prieſt after the or./inary marer, in F/e, 
and allowed of God,namely the ſame .4aronc For in my Refly, 
Pag.2 2.2 3. I haue proved, that the Priefthood before the law 
s1ycn,d1d ordinarily belong to the firſt borne:and of theſe two 
Brothers, Moſes and Aaron, I haucalſo there proved,thar not 
Moſes, but 14#n, was the Elder , and conſequently, that by 
r12ht of Primozeniture, Aaron was the Prieſt, and not Xo{ex. 
Yca I hauc there further proved , that the Prieſthood thus 
being in Aaron, was ſo farrefrom being removed, or taken from 
him that contrariwiſe, it was continued in him,and afterward 
confirmed ynto him, by God hiniſelfe, and tohis ſeede, after 
him Buc yet you would prove Afoſes tobe a Pricft, becauſe he 
did conſecrate,and annoyrte Aaron,and his ſonnes,to the Prictt 
F 2 hoed. 
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hood. But to this Ihave anſwered before in my R «; 


ly pag. | ; 
26. ſhewing,that this proyeth not Moſes tobea Pr: Goes. 
ly ſo called : for he did this by Gods owne ſpecial 


| | | comman- 
dement, which he might not diſobey or refuſe but ftood beund 


to obey and performe, although he were a Civill Maciſtrate, 
Kins,Prince,Prophet,or what otfice & calling ſoever hee had, 
You cite alſo Devt, 18. 18. where God ſaith thus to Moſes: 
I will raiſe them up a Prophet,among ſt their bye; hren like unto thee, 
&«c. This prooveth,that Meſes was aPropher, and that Chriſt, 
( of whom , theſe wordes are a Prophecic, ) was likewiſe a 
Prophet, At. 7.3 7. but they prove not Afoſes therefore to be 
a Pricit,becauſc he wasa Prophet. But the chicfe text yourely 
upon,1s that in P/al.gg.verſ.6.where it is ſaid: Xſoſes and Aaron 
amongſt the Prieſts, & Samue! among ſt them that call upon his name: 
theſe cated upon the Lord,and he heard them. Howbcit , to this 
alſoI have anſwered before in my Reply, pag, 2 3.24. Firſt,that 
the being of 2oſes, & Aaron, with, or among the Prieſts , is no 
proofe, that therefore they were Prieſts : It 1s true, that Aron 
was a Priett, but that is proved by other cleere places of Scrip- 
ture, and not neccſlarily deduced out of this : becauſe '*a man 
may beamong Prieſts, & yet beno Prieſt, Secondly, I ſhewed, 
that the Hebrew word there uſed, 13, Cohanim, which is a word 
of an ambigucus ſigmhication, ſignifying , aſwell Princes , as 
Priclts: As tor exainple, 7 he ſornes of King David, are ſaid to 
bee, Cohanin,that 1s,Princes, 6r great Rulers : & ſo it 1s expla'/- 
ned, and declared in 1,Chrer. 18.17. And ſoit 1s ikewile ſaid, 
of Irathe [airite, that hee was Cohen le David, that 1s, a Prince, 
or chiefe Ruler about David. For, to coniter theſe, to be Pricits, 
in the proper and uſuall hgnification of the word, they not 
being of the Tribe of Levi, were verie abturd. And to thelc 
thus formerly alledged in my Reply, you have anſwered no- 
thing in your Rejoynder. Yea, S. /erowe himſclfe, 1n his owne 
obſervation, ſheweth, that the Hebrew word, though he tran- 
flate it Sacerdotes, in the one caſe and Sacerdos 1n the other calc, 
yet ſignilieth,as I beforeatfirmed. For, faith he, Ira Jairites er46 


ſacerdos Davil , id eſt Magijſter, ſicut alibi ſcriptum eſt : Fili) autem 


ebr.in libr05 David, erart faceravtesidect M1 agitlri fratrum ſuorum. But becauſe 
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both S. Tereme, and S, Auguſtine , in this caſe, ( writing upo"? 
this Pſalm. 99. ) to prove Moſes to bee a Prieſt : I had rathe® 
you ſhould take your Anſwer thereunto, from the wordes of 
that revercnd and learned Biſhop Doltor Bi;ſon,then from me?  , # 
who, anſ{wereth the /eſuites, and conſequently you,in this ſort» 77 2:3 Boore 
All that S.terome ſaith, this, that Moſes had the rule of the Law, ©4#* dt ve if 
and Aaron of the Priefthood : and that eyther of them did foreſhew ference be- 
the comming of Chriſt With « Prieitly ki:de of Proclamation: Moſes, WO" col 
with the ſound of the LaW : and Aaron, with the Be!s of his gar- n ſubieFFie 
ments, Where, S. Hierome calleth the Propheticall fun1on of n,c ” brie 
Moſes, to teach the people, the lawes of Gol, a Pricftly kinde ſriam revellion 
of Proclamation & forcſhewing, that the Son of God, fhould P4'*- 3-P48: 
come in the fleſh,to reach us the will of his Father. S. Auguſtine 125+ 193- 
uſcth the word, inthe like ſence, for that ſacred ſervice, which #147 mn Pat. 
Moſes yeclded to God, in reporting his lawes and precepts to 98. 

the people. And therefore in the ſame place,he ſaith of Samuel B*2: 1B Djs. 
alſo,that hee was made high Prielt, which 1s expreſſcly againſt 7 3. 

the Scriptures,if you take the Prielt for him that was anno1n- 

ted to offer ſacrifice unto God. For Samuel was but a Levite,and 

ne Prieſt, much leſle an high Prieſt. The ſons of Samuel,arc rec. : Chron. 6 
koned in the Scripture ir ſ{elfe, among the Levites . apart from © 
the Pricſts office, and linage : And, the high Pricſthood , was, 
long before , given to Phinees, and his houſe,by covenant from yz,,,, , 5.1 | 
Gods owne mouth , and inthe dayecs of Samuel, was held by , 6. 3| 
Abiah,theſonne of Abitub, who was direttly of the diſ.ent , 1, ,, 1 
of Phinees. S. Auguftine elſewhere debating this que!t1on of _ ſh: 
Moſes and Aaron , reſolveth in doubtfull manner : Mc/es 1:4 
Aaron , were both high Prieſts,or rather Moſes the chieſe,and Aa ir 
wnder him : or elſe Aaron chiefe for the Pontifical attire, and Mejes 
for a more excefent Ainiſterie. And in that ſence, Mo{e5s may be 
called a Prieltif you meane as S. Auguſtine Joth,an interpreter 
of Gods will to Aaron, & others, which is the right vocation 
of all Prophets, that were ne Prieſts, & common to them at], 
ſave that by a more excellent prerogativerhen any other Pro- 
phet of the Olde Teſtament , had God ſpake to Moſes mour! 
ro mouth, and face to face. as a manſ nk a to his friend. But 
this goth not hinder his ctvill power which was to Lee chicte 
Judge, and foycraigneexecutor of Jultice amongit rhem,and 
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by vertue thereof to putthem to death, that were offenders 
againſt the Law of God. And in his ſtcad,ſucceceded, net Elea.. 
Kar, nor Phinees the ſonnes of Aron, but Jofbruih, and ludeh, 
the Capraines, and leaders of i/7ael. So farre hee. Thus then 


you {ce in what ſence it is, that both $S. Jerome, and S. Angu- 
ſine did, or might call Moſes a Pricfſt , and yet nor bee fuch a 


Prick gritly, and properly taken,as you fancic him : Yea,you 
ſec, that S. Auguſtine likewiſe attirmeth Semuel to be a PricR, 
who nevertheleſſe rever«, and properly , was not a Pricit, as 
before 1s ſkewed : And Befharmize alſo himfclfe confefieth fo« 
much ef Samuel, ſaying cxpreficly. Samnlens nen fuiſſe ſacerdo- 
tem , ſed Indicem tantum : Non enim deſcendit ex familia Aaron, ſed 
Core conſobrini ej115 1. Paralip.6. T hat Samuel was not a Prieft but 
enely a Iwdge: for he deſcended net of the family of Aaron, *but of 
Core. And he faith further , that S. Hierome likewiſe ,( lby.1.in 
Tevinianum, ) oſtendit Samueclem non fuiſſe Sicerdorem, ſh ewed that 
Samuel was not a Prieſt. 

As for thoſe two Chapters of Exodus , 28. and 29. cited by 
Belarmine,whereby he will prove Moſes, to be trucly, and pro» 
perly,a Prieſt. If you reade thoſe Chapters, you ſhall findeno 
ſuch matter, but rather the contrary, namely , that not Moſes, 
but Aaron and his ſonnes, were the Prieſts. For God ſaith there, 
to Moſes : Take Aaron thy Brother and his Sonnes with him, from 
amongſt the children ef Iſrael, that he may minifler unto me inthe 
Friejt; Office,even Aaron,N adab,and Abibu, Eleaxar, and Ithawar, 
Aarons ſoxnes, Tt 15true,that, there, you may readethat Þſoſes 
made holy Garments,and offered certaine Sacrifices.But ot ſcrve 
withall, thatall this was done by Gov's owne exprefle and 
ſpeciall commaundement, and to no other end, but T[:15,Viz, f. r 
the conlcruating of Aares and his Sornes , te the Triejihood, So 
that by thoſe two Chapters,it further appearcth,that not Me- 
ſes but Aaren oncly and bis Sotines, Were rhe Prietts : But as tlie 
[eſuites,1n tune paſt, would have proved Samxel, tO t< a To rctls 
becauſcirt is ſaid , that he Sacrijiced : fo you ſay the faric 0! 
Kin? Saul, that he alto ſacrificed, and thereby would likewite 
prove him to be a prieit.Howbeit the former revere.,c carne 
el Bil:op, D.Bil;cn,doth againe fhew both them and youu, 10W 
much vuu deceave your icives, by ſuch phrazes, and waver pe 
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peeches and that when they arerightly yaderftood , they in- 

Tre no ſuch concluſion, as you, and they would deduce our 

of them. My colleQtien, (faith he, )is grounded upon the law 

of Ged. Samuel was none of the Sonnes of Aaron, Ergo, Samuel 1.5am.7. 
Was ne Prieſt. It is true,that the Scripture faith, He teoke « ſuc- 

ing lambe and offered it for a burnt offering unto the Lord. $0 Jephta 

id : 7 bat thins, which firit cometh out of the Dores of my houſe to Indg.11. 
me,] will offer it for aburnt offering : And yet lephtah was nei- 

ther Prieſt nor Leyite. So the Angell fad to Manoah: It thou }adg.x g. 
wilt makea burnt offering,offer it unto the Lord, And yet Ma- 
moah was of the tribe of Dan. Of David, that was no Pnett, the 
Scripture ſaith, Then David offered burnt offerings and peace off c= 
rings before the Lord. An4 againe, David buils there an Aitar nuto 
the Lord, and offered burnt offerings , and peace-offerings and rhe 
Lord was appeaſed tewaris the Land And likewiſe of Salomon:The _ 
King went to Gibeon to ſacrifice there: 4 thouſand burnt offerings did 1+ Ang. 3. 
Salomon offer upon the Altar,T hriſe a yeare did Salomon offer burnt 

offerings, and peace. offerings , upon the Altar , whics be built tothe 1. King. 9. 
Lord: and be burnt incenſe upen the Altar,that was before the Lord. 

Nothing 1s oftner in the Scriptures, then theſe kinde of ſpce- 

ches: By the which , no more 1s meant, but that either, they 

brought theſe things, to be offered , or elſe they cauſed the 

Prieits, to offer them : For in their owne Perſones , they could 

not ſacrifice them, becauſe they were no Prieſts, In that ſence, 

the Scripture ſaith of Senl,T hat he offered burnt off erings at Gilgal 

before Samuel came:not that Saul offered itwith his owne hanls, 1-S48.1 3. 
as you before did tondly imagine and laid, Hee Was depoſed for 
aſpiring ts the ſpiritual funfIion; But he commauniied the Pricit 
todoc it, who was then preſent in the hoſt, with the Arke of FM 
God,as the next chapter doth witnefle, 1ntwo ſpeciall Places, 8:3'V1 
Anas fyr the reproofe that Semuel gave ro King Saul, 1t was 

({uzeh he, ) for diitruſting and diſobeying God, For when Go. 

firit advanced Saxl to the Kingdome, he charged him by t;:c 

Mouth ef Samxel, to yoe to Glual,, and there ts ſtay ſcaven Diyes, 1,5 .m.19, 
(before he ventured to dee any Sacrifice, ) 1 che Prophet Were [ct 

to ſh: him whit he ſhould ave : But feelng hits enemies gactered 1: $14 1 3, 
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to ſuſpeCt that Samuel had beyuiled him , and therefore upory 
his owne head,againft the commandement of God, willed the 
Prieft, to goc foreward with his Sacrifices, and to conſult God, 
what he ſhould doe. This ſecret Hiſtru,and preſumption, a« 
gainſt the charge which God had given him, was the thing, 
that God tooke in ſo evill part : And ſince he would not fub- 
mit:e hunſelfc to be ruled by God,and expe his leaſure.God 
reiected him,as unhitte to governe the People. Neither did S4- 
muel challenge him, for invading the Prietts Office, but for not 
ſtaying the tune, that God prefixed him , before the Propher 
ſhould coine.Sufarre he, whom I chus recutethe more at large, 
for your better ſatisfaftion,m this Point, But yet moreover, 
that wor:hy,learned,and reverend Biſhop alſo, D. Carleton, a« 
mongplt other arguments which he bringeth to prove Moſes to 
be a Ciuill Magultrate, and a Prince, but not a Prictt alledgeth 
that Textof Exodus,4.16.where Moſer 1s ſaid to be, as a God 
to Azron,and Auaron,as a Mouth to Meſcs.The word there uſed, 
1s El/okm,and the ſame,thart is alſo uſed in Pſal.8 2.and 1s never 

applye thruughout the whole Scriptures, when it 1s given to 
men,but to ſuch as were Kings, Princes, TIudges, and other Ci- 
vil Magiltrates:and at no tune to Prieſts, vnles they were them. 
ſelves, the chiefe Magittratcs, or received Authority from the 
C hicfe Magiſtrate.Give you an inſtance 1n tie holy Scripture, 
to the Contrary,if you can,or elſc confeſſe the truth ofit. And 
here you may allo obſerve one reaſon among the reſt , which 
Chriſt himſelfe giveth, why they be called Gods,in that Pſalm, 
$2. For in thac Þſalme,it is,that theſe words are writtcn,] heve 


ſaid,ye are Go!s: whuch be the words, that Chriit citeth. in the 


Goſpell of $.10hn , and ſ.ith rhereupon thus : 1f hee called them 
Gods,unto whom the word of G od was given, So that this ap- 

earcth to be one reaſon,why Kings, Princes, and Civill Ma- 
oiſtrates, be called Gods, namely, becauſe they have the word 
of God,given, or committed to them , although not to preach 
it,(as Bithops,Paſtors,and DoRors doe,)yetby way cf ſpectall 
commiltion to keep it, to eſtabliſh it by Authority, to com- 
maund obedience to it, to punifh th@Violarers of 1t, and to en- 
courage countenance, proteft, and defend the Profeflors , and 
Practiſers of it, For 1t 15 certaine, that all that Pr whence 
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Chriſt tooke thoſe words,is wholy,and entirely underftood, of 
Kings,Princecs,and ſuch like Civill Magiſtrates, & not ef Priefts, 
Biſhops, or other Eccleſiaſticall Miniſters, as amy man may 
perceave,that will reade that Plalme. Secing then, this word, 
Elohim,is zivem to Meſes,and that comparatively, and in reſpec 
of A aron the Prieſt,it muſt be graunted,that Moſes was a Civil 
Magittrate, and as a King, or Prince, in reipett of lim, and 0- 
thers, But ncither Pricit, nor high Pricſt,as you ſurmiſe. And 
as for that Text before mentioned of Pſalm. 99. verſ{.6, how 
much ſoeyer you and others, ſtand ypon 1t, yet give melcave 
here once more to tell you, that being well conſidered, you 
may,in your owne 1udgment, calily perceave,that you can cn- 
force nothing thereout, to prove Moſes to be a Prielt, properly 
ſo called, although A aron was: for,the purpoſe,1nd intention, 
of thoſe words, is ne more but this , to ſhew, that not onely 
Moſes a Civill Magiſtrate , but Aaronalſoa Chicfe Prieſt, a- 
monegſtthe other Prieſts , and S«mwel likewiſe a Prophet a- 
mongit others, that called upon the name of the Lord, were 
all heard of him, when they prayed. Now, becauſcall thoſe 
when they prayed & called ypon the name of the Lord, were 
heard , and obtained their requelts: 15 that any argument, that 
therefore they were all Pricits properly ſo called? No man,I 
thinke, will be ſo abſurd,as to make fag an inference, 

9. I therefere now come to Jo/buah the Succeſſor of Moſes : 
he, ( aſwell,as Meſes,) did as a Prince,or King,commaund the 
Prieſts, Levites and all Iſracll, and dealt 1n matters alſo Eccle- 
ſiaſticall aſwell as Temporall, as I haveſhewea in my & eply, 
pag.6. hereunto you 1n your R ejoyader , anſiwere nothing, that 
15 of any weight, or moment. Your beſt anſweris,'That what 
Ioſuch did in matters Eccleſtaſticall, he dil it by che tlireftion 
and adviſe of Eleaſarthe Pricit; which if it be graunted,maketh 
nothing to the Queſtion. For the Queſtion 1s moc,, by whole 
dire&ion,or adyile, but by whoſe Authority, tholetlupgs v ere 
done. It1snot denyed , but tiat Pricits might, ( as was fitre 
they ſhould, ) give cher beſt direction and advite vnto tacir 
Kings and Princes: But this derogaterh nothing fiom that Au- 
thority, which Kings and Princes have and beare, within their 
one dominions. Yea, how unpertinent , weake, an teebie 
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this your anſwere is, you might have perceived before,by m 
Reply pag. g. 10. if you had ſopleaſed. Touching King Joſueb, 
I fad in my Reply, p4g.6. 7. That hecommaunded the high 
Prieſt, aſwell as the other Prieſts,and dealr alfo in matrers Ec- 
clefiafticall, and concerning Gods ſervice, andreligion : And 
amongſt other Text of Scripture, for proofet!iercof, 1 alled- 
cd that Text of 2,King 2 3 4. Where itis accorded, that the 
King commaunded Hilkiah,the bigh Prieſt, and the Prieſts of the 
ſecond order, &'c. Hereunto you anſ{were , that there is no ſuch 
matter in the Place by mecited: and that the force cf this Ar. 

gument, conſiſterh 1n theſe coynei words of mine; The Kin 
commaunded Hilkiah,( whom you call Helcias:) which words 
not being in $cripture (ſay you, ) I ama milic Wittneſſe for 
ſtrengthaing my cauſe , to protuce ſo ſhameſull an untruth, 
and though ] be a ludge , yet you fee no commiltion I haveto 
uſc falſhood. Thelc words be able to provoke a mans patience, 
But you wuſt know, that bad words and a bould face, will dec 
ou no good. Let otherstherefere tudge, whether you, or I, 
be the honeſter man in this Poivt. You ſay,there is no ſuch 
matterin the Place by me cited. Wherefore [ delirethe Rea- 
der, butto turne tothat placel cited, whichis according to 
our Englith Bibles, 2. Kings 2 3-4 and according to yourL atine 
Bibles, 4.Reg.2 3. 4. and there ſhall he ſee, whether there be 
any ſuch matter, or no . and, whetÞer theſe words: T he King 
commaunded Hilkiah , (whom you call He'cias,) be words coy- 
ned by me, ( as you ſhame not roſpeake, ) or whether they be 
in the Scripture itlelfe, extant, and apparant, Fort ft, thoſe 
words , bein the Hebrew : Secondiv, they ben our Engliſh 
Tranflations: and thirdly, they bealſo even in your owne vul- 
ear Latine Tranſlatien. For cyen in that your owne Tianfla- 
tion, the words be theſe : Et precepit Rex Helcie Pontifici, & 
Sacerdetibus ſecundi ordinu, &c. Ard the King commaunded Hel. 
cia4 the high Prieft, and the Prieſts of the ſscond order , &c, Now 
then, is 1t not Impudency intollerablein you, to deny this. 
You hall therefore doe well, yetatlaſt , ts confeſſe, that this 
goed, and god!y King, Joſias, commeunded Hilkiak, ( otherwilc 
called Helcia, ) the high Pricft, and the Pricſts of the ſeeond 
Order: and that he alſodealt in matters Ecclchalticall,and con- 
CCr- 
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eerning religion, as I therefayed,and have further declared , in 


the fame place of my Reply,pag.6.7, Tothat which Lalledged 
concerning King Aſe,and King Hezekiab , in my Reply, pag.7. 
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8. wholikewiſc had Authority, (as 15 there ſhewed,)over Per- 
ſons Ecclefiafticall, and in cauſes allo Ecclefiatticall, you an{wer 


nothing in your R eioinder that deſeryeth to be replyced unto. 
And concerning King lcbeſapbat alſo, your anſwere is likewiſe 
yery idle, and frivolous, and ſcarce werthy the mentioning, 


For whereas I alledged, among other things, T hat this King , ,,,, x 


Tehoſ:phat did conjtitute, or ſet in Hieruſalem of the Levites, and of 
the Priefts, and of the Chiefe of the families of Iſracl, for the indg - 

ment and cauje of the Lord, &c.( which words were ufficient, to 
prove my purpoſe there, namely , the Kings Authority over 
Prie(ts, and Levites, and 1n cauſes alſo Eccleſiaſticall, ) you to 
Mcw your great learning, and tudgment.in this point,doe taxe 
me for omitting , ornot rehearſing of ſome ſubſequent words, 
in the which verſc of tnat Chapter, which when they be vtte- 
red,and reheurſc,d5c.mdeede make more againſt you,then fer 
you: for:, the words be theſe. And bchould, (latth the King, ) 
LAmoriah the high Prieſt, ſhall be the Chiefe over you, in all matters 
of the Lo! .: ani Zebadiah,i he ſanne of Tjmazell,a Ruler of the houſe 
of Iudak ſhall be for all ; he Kings aff aires. By which words, it ap- 
peareth, [h.t King Jehoſapt ar, d14 aſwell conttitute, and ap- 

pointe Amariab the Piteit, to bethe Chiefe oyer that Allem- 
bly,Counce!l,or Synedrion, which he (erat Hieruſalew, for all 
watters of r/1e Lor.l,as he did conttiture,and appoint Zebad'al, 
to be the Chiefe amongit them for all the Kings affaires.For 
the words of the {ext , put nodifference, but that he mighe, 
and 614 con'titure, the one tobe the Chiefe 1n the one caſe, al- 
well, as tie 14 conitirute the ocher,, tobe the Chicke in the @- 
ther caſe. As for that reaſon you bring, for a difterence , it 1s 
nothing wort 1: forte 1s Zraunte, that the King did not, nor 
could by his &ezall Authority, ( without a ſpeciall commaun- 
dement , or warran. from God, ) conſecrate, or make a Pricf, 
neither 151: there {i1, That King [eboſapbat, d1 conſecrate, or 

mate A\marian,tobea Piiett ; But hebeing a Priclt before,the 
King d14 ehere conſtitute and appoine him, ( as lawfully he 
might, ) to bethe Prefadent , or Chiefe in that Synedriow, or 
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Aﬀembly,in all matters of the Lerd: aſwell as hedid, or mighe 
conſtitute Zrbadiab, te be, thercin, the Chiefe, or Preſident, for 
all the Kings affaires. 
| To. Nowthen to come to King Selewon , I proved him alſo 
in my A eply,pag.7.to have had authoritie over the Pric(ts,and 
Levitcs,and to have dcalt likewiſe, in matters Eccleliaſticall, 
and concerning Religion: Butto that Text of 2. Chren.8.1 4, 
I 5. by mce alledged,tor procfc thereof, you anſwer mot. Ore. 
Ly to that Textof 1. King.2, 27.35. where Solowen depuſcd 
Abiather,the high Pricft,and pur Sadecke in his place, you an« 
{wer and graunt1t tobe engl wo hee did fo : Burt this,lay you, 
hee did, as being a Prophet,and net asa King, This aniwer of 
yours, I before confuted,and tooke a way in my Reply.pag.20. 
2 1. Whether againcreferre you : becauſc that ſtangerh tt1il in 
full force againtt you, you having ſaid nothing againſt it, in 
your Reioynder, But now I adde further unto it, that it doth 
morcover appeare, eyen by the wordes of the Text it ſelſe, 
that So/omon did notdoe this, as a Prophet, but as a King ; bee 
cauſc hee therein did no more, but execute that, which a Pre- 
phet, or man of God, had betore ſpoken from God , concer« 
ning che houſe of Ely:For ſo the words of the Text doe ſhew, 
that, Solomon caſt out Abiathar, fiombeing Prieſt unto the Lord: 
tbat bee might fulfill the wordes of the Lord, » hich nee [fake againſt 
the houſe of Ely in Sbils,1 King.2.27.and 1.Sam. 2.2 7.28.29. 
30. $1. &c. where, the Prophet, or man of God, (as hee 18 cal- 
led, )rhat uttered the Prophelie, and the King that executed 
che Prophefic mutt of necelsitic bee diflinguithed. And there- 
fore as hee that received, and uttered the Prophche 1s 1n the 
recciving, and uttering of it, to bee called, and ſuppoſcd a Pro- 
phct: So King Solomon, that was onely the executer,and per- 
former of that Prophelic, is in the execution, and performance 
of it, to be eahin Yap Cecmed a Kivg, and nct a Prephet, 
Bur whilſt I thus prove,the authoricic of Kings,over the Righ 
Pricſt, becauſe King Solomon depoſed A Liath:r, and pur 3 adock. 
in his place : You would inferre, that Flias,by the like rezion, 
had the ſupremacie, becaule hee;( as you ſay, ) depoic.: King 
Beuh:dad, and put Hazaclin his place. Howbeit, you arc there 
1 much deceiycd, For it is not rcade, in like ſort, that E/145 cE- 
poſed 
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poſed the one King,and | | 
depoſe Kings, belongeth onely unto Grd, who giveth kingdomes, £9 
whomſoever ae pleaſeth.But what the Prophet Elias d1d, con- 
cerning H«z.xcl to þ | 

{o , to bee King over 1ſrael, hee had a ſpcciail, and direct com- 
maundement ter it, from God himſclte. For the Lord fſard 
thus unto lids. Gor returne on thy way, to the wilderxeſſe of D4- 
waſcut, and when thou commeſt, annoynt Hazael to bee King over 
Syria: And lehu the ſonne of Nimſhi,ſbalt thou annoynt , tobe King 
over Tjracl. So thatit was God,(and not Elias, )that put dowuc 
the one King, anrayſed up theother. As for Elias,and Eliſha, 
and other Prophets, they were but the publiſhers and decla- 
rers of Gods will and pleaſure ,in all ſuch caſes, and not the 
depoſers of any Kings. Touching that you fay of Queene 
Athalia,there was good reaſon for her to bee depoſed : For 
ſhee wasa meecre uſurper , and [vas was the true, and rightfull 
heyre. For, Behold, ( ſcith the Tex:;) the Kings ſonne muſt raigne, 
« the Lord vath ſa dof the ſonnes of David. Neyther was it le- 
hoida , the Priettalonc , but the reſt of the rulers, and pcoplc 
alſo, that accor.!1ng to their duties both ro God and the King, 
by an unanimous conſent,depoſed that wicked uſurper Atha- 
li, and put Joas inthe kingdome; to whom therisht of it ap- 
periayned. For the words of the Text are.T hen they 7 exc ht 
oat the Kings Fl n:.me and put per him the Cro wne, and 2LAaVve bim the 
teſlin.onie,aui maid? bum Kin: :4:d Iehaida,and bu Jonnes anmoynted 
bim,and [:'d ( od |-yeth' King And concerning King Yzzih, 
otherwiſccalled Ozias, (wv hom you alſo mentton, ) 1t 13 true, 
that he went unto the {'emple of the Lord , ro burne Incenſe, 


- upon th'Alta: of incile & that Azrich che Prielt went in after 


him,& with hum tourcicore Prieits of the Lord, which with. 
ſtond / 244, & laid unto him : 1: pertayneth not to thee Piiah,to 
þ::rne Incenſe unt) the Lord,but tothe Prieſts the ſons of Aaron,that 
are conerraied, to off x incenſe, Gue thou forth of t he ſanttuarie, for 
£904 / aft ty.1 ſgreſſed, cc. Amid for this his preluming to burne 
Incenle 2c Was itricken with a leprofie: which when Azarieb 
the chiefe Prieit, and the other Prieſts ſaw, and beheld, rhey 
Cauſcd him haivuly to depart trom thence, and hee was even 
compciled to goe out becauſe the Lord had ſmittecs him. So 

| that 
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that hee was net compelled to goe out of the Temple,by rea- 
ſon ef any force, weapons, or violence, effered te his perſon, 
by Axzari«b,or any other, of the Prieſts : butbecauſe the Lord 
had ſmitten him,(viz.) with a leaproſic. And therefore even 
your owne tranſlation , which you call S. Hieromes , hath 16 
thus. Sed & ipſe perterrieus avcolniod egredi, eo qued ſenſſſet i;- 
lico plagam Domini. T bat bee made haſt bimſe'fe to goe out,as bring 
terrified, with the preſent ſence of the Lords blow u pon him Jt 13 truc, 
that Azarie the Pricſt, and the ether Prie(ts with him , with 
ſtood the King. But hew * by words onely, as namcly , by 
telling him of his funne, adviſing him te goc out of the T em= 
plc,and uſing divinethreats, and ſuch ether lawfull, and al- 
lowable courſes, as became Prieſts touſe, but not by ſwords, 
and weapons , force of armes,or ſuch like externail power co* 


active. And thus doth S. Chryſoſtome, alſs him(ſc'fe rcttifie,even 


in this vcrie calc, and therefore bri ngeth inthe Pnetl, ſaying 
thus unto God, 1 bave done, ( ſai;h hee, ) my dutie, 10 warne, and 
reprove him : 1 can gee no further : Nam ſecerdots cit , tantum ar- 

were, Oc. For it u the Prieſts office, onely to reprove, and freely to 
44meniſh, and not, ( ſaith he ,) to aſſaile with armes, net to uſe tar- 
gets , mot to handle ſpeares, not tobend bowes, not to caſt darts, bud 
onely to reprove,and freely to admoniſh, cc. But if it had beene ſo, 
that Azaieb, and thercit of the Prieſts with him, had forci- 
bly, and by bedily and externall violence,expelled,and thruſt 


the King out of the Temple, ( which neverthelcſle you ſee 
S. Ciry/oſlome expreilely denieth re haye beene done, ) yet 


were this no proofe, that therefore, they expelled,depoſed,or 
deprived him of his kingdome. Yea this king , / ziah, orher- 
wile called Ozias , notwithſtanding whatſocver thefe 
Pricfts di againit im, and netwithflanding his leaproſie, 
wherewith hee was ſtricken, was nevertheleſſe , not depoſed, 
nor deprived of his kingdeme. For although he was a lecaper, 
unto theday of his cath , and aviclt as aleaper inan houſe, 
apart fi om other, acco: ding to thelaw : yer during theume, 
of that Nus leaprolie, d:6 hee continue King Cf Jndab, and all 
that while was le! hin; ks ſon over 4 the kgs h1/e,andirdged 
tbe perf le cf rhe lard, ar avepent, er thinchor {he « Lord Proteftoror 
Lies: ent io Ev father, Ne tier isutlatd, that 75. bar: bis forne 


rajcned 
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raigned in his ſtead, or governcd as a king in hisowne right, 
untill aftcr the death of that his Father. And this appearcth j, ſeth. anti 
to bec evidently true, by computation of time : for, Yxzjab lib.g.cap.11 
Iived but ſixtic eight yeares 1n all, as Toſepbus witneſſeth :and , C6;on, 24 
hee was fixteene yeates olde when hee began to raigne : and |, 3. 
hee raigncd fiftie two yeares, as the Scriptme1t ſelfe teftiheth: 
So that from the time hee beganto be a King, hee continued 
a King unto his dying day. But what meane you by all this? 
Forit hercby you would proove it jawfull forthe Biſhop of 
Rome,to depole Kings, you {ce that the former precedents, and 
examples of thoſe Prophets, and Prielts, which you produce, 
doe warrant no luch matter ; adwitting that the Biſhop of 
Rome were the chiete or high Priclt in the Chriitian Church, 
which hee isnot as I have now,and often laid, and fhewed be- 
fore. Yea they rather declare the clearie contrarie to that des 
teſtable, Romith and rebellious poſition. But if I wil needesy 
ſtill urge , that Salomon,as a King «1d depole Abiathar the high 
Pricſt,and put Z :docke in his place : It may bee anſwered, ({ay 
you, ) that this a&t of Solomons was errer fatti, and cenſequent- 
ly not warrantable de Imre. It ſeemeth by this your manner of 
anſwering, that you care not much what you an(\ver,ſo that 
you make any an{wer at all, bee it never {ogrefile, abſurde, or 
uaſound. For tiit,this your dillintion,of, de faFo,and de lure, 
in this, and the like caſes, | have refelled, and confute\, beforc 
in my Kxeply, pag. 1 3. & pag. $6. & 87. But, ſecondly, when 
the Text 1t lelic, ſpeaketh of this fact of King Sulomen, by 
way of approbation of it, doth it become you , or any mat) 
eſe, to ſay, orſuppole, that it was,errcy f<H,in him © Or that 
It was an Act notlawfull for him ſo to doe 2 For hath notche 
Scripture it ſeife, before expreflely tould vs, T hat Solomon depo. __ | 
ſed,*or cait out Abiathar from being Priet unto the Loyd, thac hee ©: Ag. 2. 
might fulfill the words of the Lard,which bee [bake :gainſt the hou ſe © 7 
of Ely m Shi'oh. Now then, canthat be ſaid to beeerroniouft y 
or unluwtully done, which God himſelfc well liked , and allo: 
ved, and woul\ have to bee done, for the performance, and 
fulhlling of h1s owne wordes 7 Yea, conlider yet further,:hot 
the Kings of 1ſiacl, and Indab, had power, and authori:ic over 
the Priclts, nor oncly to d{pole them, but alſo, to DU. them £0) 
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death, And this you may ſee in King Saul, who put to death 
divers Priefts,and in King Io««h alſo,who put to death Zuchs. 
rich, the ſonne of Iehoids the Priefl : How juſtly, or unjuftly, 
worthily er unworthily , theſe Prieſts were put to death, I 
here _— not : but I mention theſe examples , to ſheiv the 
authoritte that the Kings had in thoſe times, name. 
ly cyen to put Prieſts to death, aſwell as lay-perſons, upon juft 
cauſe, and if they did offend fo farre, as to deſerye it. | 
'T1. But, new, though there were a ſupremacy over the 
high Priefts,aſwell,as over the other Pricits,and Levites,ip the 
Kings, under the Old Teſtament : and that they alſo dealt in 
maters Ecclcſ1afticall : yet thereupon, it followeth not, ( ſay 
you,)That Kings and Princes under the New Teſtament, have 
the like Supremacy, over Biſhops,and other Clergy men, or the 
Ike Authority in cauſes Eccleſiaſtical , and concerning reli. 
g1on. Why fo © becauſe, ( ſay you) there is now a change and 
alteration of the Prieſthood,and of the Law. Heb.7. 12. But 
doth net the ſame Epiſtle to the Hebrews , (which you cite, ) 
tcll you, wherein that Alteration and change conſiſteth , na- 
mely, that it 15, in reſpe& of the Leviticall Pricſthood, under 
theould Law, or 66s pL ould Teftament : which 1s now 
changed into the Prieſthood of Chriſt, under the new Law, or 
under the new Teftament ? why then will you ftretch, and 
extcnd 1t any further © yea, neither doth that Epiſtle, nor any 
other ſacred , or canonicall Scripture , teftific an Alteration or 
change, inthis Point, or as touching this Particular whereof, 
we now ſpeake, but the cleanc contrary : videlicet : that aſwell 
under thenew Teſtament, as under the ould, Kings, and Prin- 
ccsare to have a ſupremacy,over all Biſhops,Paſtors, and other 
Ecclcfiaſticall Miniſters, and an Authority alſo in cauſes Eccle- 
haſticall , aſwell, as civill and temporall, within their dom1- 
n1ons.Thefirft part ofthis Aﬀertion, 15 manifeſt, by that Text 
1n the new Teſtament, which] have ſo often recited,and where 
S. Paul ſaith cxprellely thus: Let every ſoule be ſubiett to the higher 
Powers:yea, Though you be an Apoille,thogh an Evangeliſt though 
« Prophet,or whoſoever you be, ſaith $.Ch1ſoſtome But whatſhall 
[ neede to prove this ſo elecre a Point, ſv many times,and fo 
oben Mites bank 13 ny firſt Booke, Cap.1.p42-1.2.3-6. andin 
J 034 
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eny Reply,chap. r.pag. 39. 40,41.&c, and paz.g1.532.53.5 4. 
Sc. this We Is Fic and abundantly __\ Yea the Bi- 
ſhops of Rome themielves, in former an ancient times, for the 
{pace of diyers hundrcth yeares after Chriſt, did acknowledge 
x15 SubicCtion, to thele higher powers , namely to their Em- 
perers« as I have demontitratively ſhewed by theexamples of 
Milciades, Leo, and Gregorie the great, mentioned in my firſt 
Booke,pag.2 3.24-3 5.36.And by Lneſtaſiu the ſecond, Pele. 
fins the firſt, Lgarbs, Hadrian, and Leo the fourth, mentioned 
in my Keply,chap. 1 pag.11-12.1 3-19. Teall which;ithough 
particularly alledged by me , you according to your wonted 
wiſe mancr,thought it belt re anſ{were nothing, Yca,both the 
parts of this Afertion,namely,that Emperors, Kings,amd Prin- 
ces under the riew Teitament, have Authority, not onely oycr 
Perſons Ecclefiaſticall , butin cauſcs alſo Ecclefiaſticall , I have 
fo ſufhcicntly proved throughout the firſt Chapter of my firit 
Bookc,and throughout the firſt Chapter of my ſecond Booke, 
which is my Reply,and in this booke alſo,as that all the Power, 
and force you have brought er can bring againſt it, wiil never 
be able, ſo much, as to ſhake it, much leſle tro ſubdue, or overs» 
threw it. 

Yet for the more abundant proofe of this Authority of Em. 
perors and Kings im maters Ecclchiaſlicall, and concerming re- 
ligion: I ailedged 1n my Reply, chap.1. pag.13 14 the pre- 
{ident, and Example of that famous Chrittiun Emperor Come 
ftantine the Great; whereunto , in your Reioynder, you have, (a8 
well became your great learning , and wiſedome), ) anſwered 
tuſt nothing at all. x alledged alſo, in the ſame my Rep:y, pag. 

I 5. thc example of [*ftinias, that Chriftan Emperor: where, 
you deny not ,, this Emperors making of Conſtitutions and 
Lawes,n :-cle{iaſticall cauſes,and concerning Biſkops, and 0- 
ther Eccicliatticall Perſons. | But yeu ſay, thoſe Lawes be not 
obſerved, by the Proteſtant Cleargic,and you give an 11itarice 
in one pariicular, Whats this ts the purpoſe © For, the que- 
Rticn wasnot, nor is, whether our Proteſtant Cleargie,obſerve - 
thoſe Lawes,and Conftitutions,yca, or no : But whether Ixiti- 
naw, that inritian Emperour, made thoſe,or any {uch lawes, 
and Conttitunons,concerning Ecclelialticall cauſes and keele- 
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fraſticall perſons. Now then whilſt you eraunt, that hee made 
thoſe I awes,and Conttitutions concerning Ecclcl:aſtic 1! cavs 
ſes,and concerning Eccleſiaſticall perſons,you Eraunt fo much 
as | contended to1,that is te fay,you graunt the whole matter 
that was 1n queſtion. And theretore why ſhould 7 C1! x ute any 
longer with you* Neveithelefe, you yer further ſay , that 1 
much diſadvantage my caule by alleadging 1»/tiniax the Em - 
perour, who accounted & called the Bulhopof Rowe the chiefe 
and head of all the holy Churches. But you ſhould doe well 
to oblerve in what ſence and 1eſpetts,the Emperour ſo called, 
and accounted him: namely not that hee had in thoſe dayes , 
a ſupremacie over 1ſtinian who was then theEmperour: For 
Juſtinian humſelte tethfieth the cleane contrarietothat conceit. 
Wee commaund , ( ſaith hee, ) the moſt holy Ar chb ſhops, and Patri« 
@ hes of Rome , of Conſtamiinople, of A lex:ndiia, of Antioch, 
aud of Teruſalem.Yea the fifth gener; 1! Councell it ſelfe was alſo 
called by the commandement cf thisEs peror Juj'1mim.So that 
it clearely appeareth,that hee had the fupremacre, & con-man- 
dirg authormie over them all. But in reſpect of the ſoundneſle 
of rhe faich, which the Biſhop of K eme held in thoſe times, 
againſt hereſies, an. errors, 1t was , that the Emperour prefer- 
red him before the other Biſhops, accounting himſelfe chiefe, 
or head amongti then), for that cauſe. In which regardalſo,it 
is, that hee would have the Eattcrne Churches, to be imitators 
of hiw,and to follow him. Neither did this Empet or Inſtinian, 
writewnto himas to an untverſall or ſupreme Biſhop,in thoſe 
dayes, over all, but onely, asto a Biſhop of a Province, orof 
a parte of cheChriftian world,and namely,1n this fort [ehann, 
San&iſſmo Archiepiſcops alme urbu Rome, Patriarch. To John 
the moſt holy Archbiſh1p , and Patricych , of the famom Citie of 
R ome. Againe,in that Epiſtle, he cefired this Jobn the Bilhop of 
R ome, to'write his letters to hum,and to the Biſhop of thar [15 
royall Citic of Conflantinople, whom hce there calleth broti1cr 


tothe Biſhop of Rome,(and not hs ſervant,or ſubje&t:)Whe c- 


upon, the Gloſle it {clfe, maketh this oblervaton , an © (art. 
thus ; Hic eum parificat : Herethbe Fmperony equallech tleÞ ſhe? f 
Conſtantineple, ts the Biſhop of Rome. And,indee.:e,ehe wt Ce 
ucrall Councell of Conjlanzinopie, contitting of 1 50. x ſteps, 
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(Canon. 2. & 3.) and the Generall Councell of Chalcedon alfo 
conſifting of 6 30. Biſhops. (AR. 16.) and the ſixt Generall 
Councell of Conftentiwephe, (Can. 36 ) doeall decrce the Sea 
of Conitantinople , to be equall to the Sea of Romezexcept one- 
ly,that,in the meeting and aſlembly of the Biſhops,the Biſhop 
of Rome was, for Order ſake,to oe the firſt Place, and the 
Brhop of Conſtantinople, the ſecond Place : which, together 
with the reaſon thereof, you may ſee more fully declaredin my 
firlt Bouke,chap 1 pag.1 7.18, 

I alleged further, in my Reply, pag. 15.16. 17. 18. many 
and ſundry Chapters,8& Lawes,tmade by the Emperour,C b.oles 
the great, otherwiſe called Charlemaine, concerning men, and 
matters Ecclelia{ticall,the Particulars whereof, you way there 
ſee; which becauſe you knew not how to ar{iwere , you paſſe 
them over wich clus (iying , that they are not worth the an- 
{weung: why ſo? in regard, (fay you, ) there 1s thereby no 
more diicoyered, then by thoſe before mentioned of !uftiniar, 
And is not that much ,1f it wereno more but ſo 7 and yet is 
there more diſcovercd in the one,then in the other. Howbeit, 
the Lawes of th:ſe ewo Emperors, ( vizt, )both of Iu/liniau 
Ch -riemaine,l alle:Ige.l not to any ſuch end,as you ill, & ever- 
more,untruly ſappole, (v2t,) thereby to provethe'S T1121 
Supremacy, to ve'ons to Emperou:s, or Kings, (for * (pir1- 
tuall Monarchy and Supremacy, at:ribute,( as 1 ſaid before, ) 
neither to Emperor, ror King,nor to Pope,nor Prelace, bur to 
Chrilt jeſus onely , the ſole " FIRE and head, ofics whole 
Church, ) but co this end, and purpoſe onely, namely to prove, 
that Emperours, and Kings, hail in thoſe f.:rmer, and auncient 
t1ncs, Authority over Perſons Ecclchaſticall & in Cauſes alſo 
Ecclcliathicall - which becauſe you neither doe,nor can Ceny, 
what d-.c you e'ſc but zraunt them : & conſequently,y ou here 
eraunt once againe, the thing thatis in quelitton , as amatter 
Cece 11nd vaceny able? : and +606" af at nous [ to diſpute 
of debate chis matter ( any longer ) with you * But here, (if T 
(| '0E not miſtake you, )you ſeeme much toreftraine the Power 
a1 1 Authority, of Emperors,and Kugs, as though they mig he 
not make any new La.ves, or Conſtitutions, but onely ſlieng- 
t120,confirme, and put in execution, the olde,and former Ec- 
H 3 cleliaſticail 
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clefiaſticall lawes: If this be your meaning, you ſee hew this 
concelt is confuted & confounded , cycn by thoſe former pre. 
cedents and examples of —_— ,and Charlemaine. For it is 
evident, that Inſtinian, made many new lawes, and new Con- 
fitutions, which were not before : and ſo did alſo Charles the 
Ereat , frame and make divers anil ſundric new lawes, Chap- 
ters, and Conftitutions. And.did not Conſtantine that firſt ta- 
mows Chriftian Emperour alſo make many new Lawes, and 
new Conſtitutions, concerning Ecclefaaſticall perſons,and Ece 
elc{1aſticall matters, which were not made before: his dayesf 
You may allo remember, that S. Auga/tine faith : Serviunt Re- 
ges Chriſto leges ferendo pro Chriſte: Kings ſerve Chriſt by making 
lawes for Chriſt. And therefore they way, as occaſion requi« 
rcth,a{well make new lawes for Chriſt, as commaund thoſe, 
that were formerly made for him, to bee put in executien.But 
if you meanc,that you would have Emperours , and Kings, to 
make no lawes, nor cauſe any to bee put in execution, concer- 
ningthe Church, but ſuch as will well Rand with the Lawes 
of God , his trath,Religion, and Ordinances, you therein ſay 
the ſame thing that Preteſtants doe.For they fy with S. Paul, 
that they may dee nothing againſt the truth, but for the truth. And, 
that the power, & authoritic of Emperours, Kings, and Prin- 
ces, ( if it be ppt uſed, and not abuſed, ) is for God, and 
not againſt God, and for Chriſt, his Church, and Religion, and 


not ter Antichriſt, or any untruths, hereſtes, or errors whatſo- 


cvcr. Or if your meaning bce, that you would have Empe- 


rours , Kings , and Princes, in their making of lawes, concer« 
ning God, his Church,& Religion, to take the adviſe, direQt= 
on, & counſell,of godly, learned,& Orthecioxe Biſhops, and 
teachers, this 1s, allo not denied, but graunted unto you : But 
then muſt you graunt on the other ſide, that if they Lee not 
Orthodoxc Biſhops, ard true teachers, bur fa'{c teachers, orif 
they beſuch as deltycr errors, in ſtead of truths : tuch mens 
erroneous counſailes, direQtions, and adviſes, arc n«t to be fol- 
lowed, but to bee rejetted, as I have f;cwed more fully 1n my 
Reply,pag. 37. 38: | 

1 2. Burt aftcr theſe times of Charles the Greet, mentioned 
n my Reply,pag. 18. you come next in your Reioynacr,to your 
a -- 
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accuſation of Luther,% Calvine, mentioned in my Reply,p.49.50 
that here you skip over no lelſethen fifteen whole leaves to. 
gether in that my Reply.Yet what have you now to ſay agiinſt 
Luther , and.Calvine:In your firſt Anſwer, you tooke occaſ.o 1, 
( for I gave younone,) to inveigh againſt them,as if they had 
becne Adverſaries to Kings, and Princes, and to the obedience 
duc to them. In that my Reply, pag. 4g. I ſaid, that the works, 
and writings of them both did (hew,& openly proclayme the 
contrarieto the world. And this is indeede, veric apparant: Lath.com. 1. 
For, whereas ſome objefed, That the rule, or governement of one in Gen,cap.9. 
man over another , might ſeeme, « tyrannous uſurpation, beeauſe all c- tom. 3. an-| 
men are naturally of like condition:T o this, ſaith Luther,) muit wee n1ta_. in Deut: 
that have the word of God oppoſe the commanndement, an1 ordinance capit.6. fol. 4. 
of God who hath put a ſword into the hand of the Magiftrate,Whom & fol. 552. | 
therefore the Apoſile calleth, Gods Miniſter. Againe , hee faith: Row. 11.1 ry 
] grieve,and bluſh, and groane to ſee, how ſcomefully,our Emperours, 3.4.5.6. {| 
and Princes of Germanie,are abuſed by the Pope : whom hee leadetb, Luth. tom. 2. 
and handleth like bruite beaſts, both for ſpoile, and ſlaughter, at bu reſp. ad Ams: 
owe pleaſure. T hu Poperie, ( ſaith hee,)u lively deſcribed by S.Pe- broſ.cather fo. 
ger,2.Per. 2. where bee ſaith, T hey deſviſe Rulers, or Governours:by t50,@ 152 
R ulers, ſignifying ſecular Princes, Now the Popiſh Cleargie, hawe by 

gheir owne anc horitie, exempted themſelves, from tributes,ſub'eftion, 

and all charges of the Common-weale,contrarie tothe doftrine of Pe- 

ger,and Paul : Tea, ſo farre the Pope, fiom acknowledging the [ave 

raignetic of Princes, over him, that hee will ſcarce admitte them to 
kiſe his fete. Calvine, likewiſe , writeth thus. The Word of Ged, -,1,: 1. cx, | 
( /aith hee, )rracheth us to obey all Princes , who are eſtabliſhed in | _ I] 
there thrones be it by What meanes ſoever : Yea, thougb th: y doe no- - 7 : , 
thing leſſe, then the off:ce of Kings, yet muit they bee obeyed , and aged > 
thongh ihe King be never ſo wicked, and indeede,unWorthy the name 
of a King, yet muſt ſubiefts ackyowledge the image of Divine power, 
in bis publike authoritie,and , as toughing obedience, they muſt reve= 
y-nce, and hmour him, aſwell as if hce were the godlyeſt King in the 
world. Nebuchadnezzar was 4 mightie invader and ſubduey of ot her 
Nations : vet God ſaith by bus Prophet that he had given theſe lands, 
and countries unto bim.Exech,29. + Dan.2.Neyther would he bave 
auy rebellion, or reſiffance tobe offered, but contrarywiſe commaunded 
obedience tobe performed unto bim. lere.27.Andtoerefore we muſt 
neyer 
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never ſuſſer theſe ſeditions conceites,to poſſeſſe our mindes,u4 to thinke 

an apt 4 ng mu be ſo dealt Withall, as bee deſerveth,but we are di- 

reci.y Charged to obey the King, though he bee « ſavage T yrant,and 
Bexa cofeſſ. yer ſo bad. Bex.a ito leaketh in like ſort. Loot hte amongff 
" CLE et.45 whow, { account inferiour Magiftrates, mreſpett of their King , ) 
have no other remedie ,( faith hee, ) againſt T yrants, to whow they 
are ſubiect, but amendment ef their lives, prayers, and teares : Which 
God in hu good time, will not d:ſpiſe. And if it ſof all out, that wee 
cannot obey the commandement of the K:ng,but that wee muſt offend 
God, the King of kin.s, T hen mx} we: rather obey God, then man: 
T «t ſo, 45 thit wee remember, that it ts one thing, not to obey: and,an- 
e: her thing, toreſiſt, and to betuke 1ur jelves to ,Armes, which wee 
my net dee. Againc hee ſaith: T he imprdencie of our Adverſaiies, 
s herein moſt notorious, that they w ho contrarie tothe word of Ged, 


lbilew. 


bs 
have openiy ſubietted Kings,and kingdomes , to their authoritie, and 

be themſelves the meit rebellious ſeft under heaven yet drienetwith. 

ſtanding to obie( the guil: of that crime mito us. 1 helc being the 

doCtrincs, and politions «f Luther , Calvine, Beza, and other 

Proteſtants , concerning Kings, and kingdomes, let the equall 

Reader Iudge, what , and how great the wreng, 1s, you oe 

unto them , and whether alſo, that is, or can poſvibly be true, 

which you write,both in your Anſwer,.nd,againe,in your Re- 

ioynder, namely, T hat Kings, and Princes may more cor ficently 

AA. 17.7. Vnild the ſafetie of their perſons, and eſtates upon the loyaltie,cf their 
Joh.18. 36. Catholicke ſubiedts , then u; 07 ay Proteſtant ſubicets. W hy, more 
| Epheſ. 1.21. configcntiy, I pray you © For, 15 this a oo0d reaſon winch you 


22.33: bring , ( v2.) becauſe, alchough Papitts exvethe ſpiritual (u. 

| Ffheſ.4. 15. premacle, head'hip, and Monarchie, over the whole Church 
| PIFM Fr | 

16. upon carti1,unto thePope,(which indeed, they [hould not do, 

Co'sſſ. 1.17. in almuch.as1tis a Regallright, and Preroga: we,properly Lc- 

18. longingunto Ci iſt Jeſir,)yetvuc they acknowle.!ge1n Kings, 


a ſyprewacie 1n Temperall matters yea, this reaſon, (it you 

did well eblerye it, ) maketh* rather much agzinit you : Fer, it 

ſhe wet thar Papilts bee reve: a, neyther ſo gocd Ciufins 

Ip nor yet ſo good tubictts, :5 Þ; orci.ants bee. Not fo TEOU Chit. 
Co:].2:19. ging; be. aulc,T ry b. a ot the bed ChRISHT TIES V $4495 
S. Parl ſteakeih, | bur have , Witiout any Walrant, or comnmul- 

ſton ficia lum errohie ro mthen tie ves, notice head Mangtet, 

an: 
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and Spiritual King, namely the Pope of Reme: Not ſo good 
tubjeRts becauſe they acknowledge not,to belong unte Kings, 
an authoritic over perſons Eccleſtaſticall,and in cauſes alſo Kc. 
elcfiaſticall,aſwvell as Civill, and Temporall, as Proteſtants doe. 
For, whereas you ſay that the Proteitant Subjefts, doc take 
from the Kiog, the Temporall ſupremacie,a(wcll as the Spici- 
tuall, itis too lewd, and loud a {laundcr. Yea what is there, 
that the Proteſtants doe more earneſtly contend for, av1iuft 
the Pope,and againft his partakers, then the Spiricuall fepre- 
wmacic, or Spirituall kingdomae,to begivento Chriſt Ieſus? And 
the Civill, or Temporall ſupremacic over perſons Eccleſiaſti- 
call, and in matcers Eccleliatticall, aſwell as Temporall, to bee | 
o1yven unto Kings and Princes, within their Deminions ? But 
becauſe you yer rurther objeCt againſt the Proteſtants,both re. 
bellious doftrines, and rebellious prattiſes, and affirme that 
many inſtances of this kinde may bis readc inthe Booke of 
dangerous Politions : For aclcereand full Anſwer to all that 
you have ſaid, or rather Papiſts have, or can ſay , in that caſc, 
I referre you unto that Bouke, which is called 4m exaZt D ſco- 
verie of Romiſb DoSrine in the Caſe of Conſpiracie & RebeR on: 
andthe Replyto him, that callech himaſeite, the 2{oderate An. 
ſwerer thereof. In which Bouokes ſo conjoyned in one Volume, 
you may reade,and fcc at large, a clcerc jultification of Luther, 
Calvine , Bez4, and other Protcſtants1n this point, and contra- 
ry wiſc the Papilts, to bee notoriouſly guiltie therein, And this 
you may alſo ſec further debated, and thewed in that Booke, 
which 1s called, T he true d fference betweene Chriftian ſubjetios, 
and unghriſtian R evelion : [n the third part whereof, berefelle 4 
the Icſuites reaſons, amd authorities, which they alleadge for 
the Popes depriving of Princes,and the bearing of Armezs by 


- Subjects againſt cheir Soveraiznes : and where the tyrannies, 


and in;urics of Antichritt, ſceking to cxalt himſelfe above 
Kings , and Princes, bee further diſcovered and declare1, &c. 
Theſe things , I would not here thus farre have {psken of, had 
not you provoked me thereunto,not only by yourtrivbegin- 
nins,bur by your continuance, & fill tiiſte-{tanding 1n thc 
your nce.lefle coparifans, & calumniations Bur you proce, X 
come next from p.50, inmyR eply,to p.7 9. whetC,againe veu 
$X1'"PC 
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$kippe over fourtecne leaves more tegether,in the ſame booke. 
In that pag. 79. Its true,that I ſaid. T hat not onely thoſe kings 
cf #nzlnd before mentioned, namely King Wikiam Rufus, king 
Menry the Firft, and King Henry the Second, and ſome others, 
thus conten.led, and oppoſed themfſclvcs againft the Pope cf 
R 0+ e ; But !\ ing William the Conqueror allo, who was before all 
the e, made the !1ke Kingly oppeſition. Fer when Hiliebris:, 
othervwaiſc called Pope Gregory the Seventb, was bold to deinand 
ef tk1s King, 2n Oath of fealtic, to bee made to him, as it the 
King were to hold the kingdome of kim, as of his Sove- 
ratzne Lore: This King would by no meancs yeel thereunto, 
but ſent him a full negative Anſwer, writing thus unto him. 
Fidelitatemn facere nolui, nec vols , quia nes ego promiſt, nec anteceſſo- 
res meas, antecefſuribns tub, id feciſſe comperie.  neyt her would doe, 
nor will doe fealtie , becauſe 1 neyther promiſed it, nor doe I finde thas 
any of my Predeceſſors have done it to any of your predeceſſors. ] have 
here recited, the whole,& entire ſcatence , & not pre Juced 
oncly a part of 1t, as you did, vericlamcly, and inpcrfeAly. 
And now what have youto fay again!t it ? Firſt concerning 
that of King Wifkiam the Congquerour , you an{wer not a word. 

And touching thoſe particulars, whick I had before alleadged, 
Concerning the others Kinss, namely concerning William Ra. 

fus, King Henry the Firff, and King Henry the Secend,and other 
Kings of England, that contended, and oppoſed themſelyes 

againſt the Pope of K ome, his encreachments,and uſurpations, 

your anſwer 1s verie1dle and 1mpertinent. For you an{wer,as 

if T had affirmed, that thelc Kings had utterly renounced, abo- 

liſhed , or put downe, the Popes ſupremaciein their times, 

whereas | affirmed onecly , that they contended, and made op- 
poficion againſt him ; which ſchey might , and did doe, al- 
though they then made not an utter extirpation, and abolt- 

tion of him, out of that their kinsdowe, And that they made 

oppoſition to him, I have ſhewed and proved in my Reply, 

Pag.75 76.78.79. 80, And veric 1gnorantare youln the 1- 

itories of Englana,it you know not fo muoh : and veric pcr- 

verſc,if knowing (0 niuch you will not acknowledge tt. 

13. From tNence You COMRe to Pas.s 1 of my R eply, where 
1 write this : But now what meaiiech my adverſarie to bee ſo ex- 

jreamely 
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treamely andaciens, as to denie the firſt foure General Councels, t4 
bave beene called by the Emperours © Here you ſay, I was pleaſed 
te alutc you with that language, which better fitted an incor. 
fiderative leſter, then a deliberate Indge. Why ? what is thelan. 
*wagc, or what arc the words, which ſo much offend you 7 
You afterward ſhew, namely , becauſe I there uſed that terme 
of extreamely audacious? But what 15 1t el{c, but extreme audeginuſ= 
eſſe, to denie as you then did,and ihill Coe, ſo cleere, evident, 
and plaine a truth ? For my part,the matter conſidered, I ſec 
not, but yeu might have thought, that I ſpake raoderatcly, 
and tempcrately cneugh , whilit I ſpake in that ſort, and gave 
you no worſe language: For ſome others poſsibly would have 
ſa1d, that you had beenc, therein, extreamcly, and intolerably 
1mpudent. But you forget, as it ſecmeth,or carc not to remem- 
ber , what language or words, you here utter, concerning me, 
which I have more cauſe to take 1ll at your hands, them you 
haveto bee ofcnged, at theſe other words ef minc. Burt to 
come to thoſe feure Generall Eouncels : I affirmed them, 
(which you denied, ) te have beeme called by the Empcrours. 
Thefirft of them , 18, 7 he firſt General Councellof Nyce: That 
this was called by the Empeiour, I proved 1n that my Reply, 
paz. 81.82. by the tefimonie of Rruffinus, Enuſebius , Socrates, 
T beoderet, So2omon, Zonaras , Nicepberns, Plating, and by the 
Synedall Epiſtle of the Nycene Fathers themſelves. And deth net 
hee then deſerve to bee accounted , at leaſt extreamcly auca- 
cious, that will darceto denie this ſo manifcſt, and palpable 
truth , teſtified ſo abundantly , and by ſu many witneſſes? But 
whilit among other witneſſes for proofe of this point, I pro- 
duced Ruf fins, at{irming, that Conſtantine, «pud wrbem Nice, 


Epiſcopale Concilium convocavit ; Called th: Councell of Biſhopsto- R- 
gether, «t the Citie of Nyce: You lay, that [ there uſed, a little ,,.. 


wile, which amene'itthe yulgar fort will bee calle.) Crait or 
Couulcnaze: becaute, ſay you, 1 omitte\] thoſe wordes, Ex [«- 
c(erdotum ſententia:; which becin Ruffinus , and which wor, if 
they had beene mentioned, would have declared, that the Em - 
perour Conſtantine ſummoned or called the Counce, of Nyce, by the 
adviſe, co: ſent, or approbation of the Prieſts, Rawoenm, Krill 1615 
not of ne.cisitic, that the onnfs10n of thoſe wordes, wall 11. 
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ferre 1t to bee done, with a minde and purpoſe ts defraude,de- 
ceive, and couſen, as you verte odtouſly ſugzeft. Yea, ſecond. 
ly, to ſhew, that [ d1d not craftily , er couſcninegly, conceale, 
or omitte thoſe wordes, for mine owne advantage, as you al. 
leaige, behold, you ſhall finde, in the ycric next page, namcly, 

pag.8 2. thatT doe expreſſly mention them, an4 doe dire! 
affirme, out of the ſame R «ffinns , that this Councell of Nyc, 
was aficmblcd, or called, Ex ſacerdotum ſententi, By the aiviſe 
ard conſent of the Prieſt\ : an thereby I alſo prove.i,that 1t was 
not Cone by the adviſe & conſent of the Bilhop of Rene alone. 
Now then who 18 the wily, Craftie, and Couſening Compa-. 
mien, I hope the honeft;and equall Reader will by this time 
ealily diſ-erne, and judge, But thirdly , I 61d there further an. 
{were, (as I doe ikewiſc here againe, ) that itmaketh nothing 
to the matter in queſt:;on, at whoſe ſu:te, or requeſt, or by 
whoſe adviſe or conſent, that Counce!l was ſummoned : For 
the queſtion , was not, nor1s, by w huſe pesſwaſien or ſuite, 

or by whoſe adviſe, or cenſent, but by whoſe commaundin 
authoritic, it was called. Nor it is veric apparant, by thoſ: 
former teſtimonies, that it w:s called, an! afſembled, by the 
commandement,or commanding authoritic ef the Emperour: 
which declareth infallibly , the ſupremacie, and Roy, 
which the Emperour had in thoſe dayes over all che Biſhops, 
and even over the Bilhap of Rome himſclte, aſwell az over the 
reſt, whilſt hee might an 1.) thus commaund, aſwell the one 
as the other, toappearc in a Generall Councell. I alfo cited 
Euſchins , Soxrates ,and T 6e1d1et , and their wordes, to prove 
likewiſe that the Empecrour Conſtantine, called, and afiembled 
that General! Councell at Nyce : But you are pleaſed nor ro 
ſce, or netto acknowledge, where thoſe wordes are to bee 
-found in their Authors : And yet might you have ſceneand 
found them, ( if you had ſo pleaſed,) intheir leverall Authors; 
as namely in Euſebins de vita Conflantini, lip.z cop.6. &- lib 1 cap, 
37 in Socrates,lib. 1.c4p.8. in the Greeke,and cp. 5 in the Latin: 
andin Theedvret,lib.1 cap 7. So that even that alſo which I ci- 
©cd ont of T hcodoret, is not afamouusfi ion (as you infamouſly 
and untrucly report it, ) but a yerie certaine, & apparant truth, 
as there you may ſee. And all the reſt of the Autitors, hes [ 
Tiicre 
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there cited, doe likewiſe teſtific, and prove the ſame thing for 
which I therealleadged them. Yea, this point 1s ſocleere and 
evident, that whilſt you thought'to contute it, you have your 
{c1fe further cenfirmed, and centeſſcd it. For when you,purpo- PI 
ſing toalledge Auffinus againſt mee, doe cire his wordes, thus: Ref fin. 11b. Ys 
Tumilte, Then hee ,( meaning Conſtantine , ) ex ſacerdotum ſen- a 
tentia , apnd urbem Nyceam, Epiſcopale concilium, convecavuit:By 

the ſentence,or conſent of the Prieſts,did call the counceilof B i/bops, 

#t the citie.of Nyce ; And when againe, you likewiſc intending 
to alledge Damaſ#5 againſt me, doe aftirme,that he ſaith: T has 
Conftentine, did not gather the conucel, but cum conſenſu Silveſtri, Damafus lis 
with the conſent of Sylveſter : and that fo much alſo, expreſſed in Pong. concil.s 
the ſix: councell. Doe you nor, inall this, ſufficiently confeſle, a4, ; 8. 

that the Emperour Conflentine , did , by his commanding au- 

thoritie, call :his ceuncell of MN yce, alchough hee did it, by the 

conſent, or approbation of Sylveſter Biſhop of Rome, and of 

other Prieits Now then to come to the ſecond gcncrall Coun- 

celi, ( wnich was the firit Conſtantinopolitane, ) | have likewiſe 

proved in ity Reply, pag 8 3. by the teſtimonies of T heoderet, 
Socrates,Sozomen, Z maras,and the verie Counccll it (clte,ſpea- 

king to the Einperour, T heodoſine the elder , that 1t was Called 

by the commauadinent, or commaunding Authoriic ef the 
ſame'Emperour. Toall which proofes, and tcttincnies, yon, 

(according te your wontcd leaming & wiſdome,) anſwer no- 

thing in your Reioyn.ler, But in your ficlt auſwer,ro prove this 

Councell, not to bee calle:i by the commaundement of the 

Emperour, but of Demsns Biſhop ;ef Rome, you cited Thee- 

dere, lipr. 5. cap.g, and in your R eieynder you proſecute it, and 

ſay, T bat the Biſhops meeting in thu ſecond genercf councell, Wri- 

ting to Pope Damaſus doe tejtifie, that they aſſembled at Conſtanti- 

neple, by reaſon of his let; er ſent the yeare before ts T heodsſyus. But 

what mcane you thus to abuſe your Read:r 7 For firlt there is 

no ſuch thing in that place of T beedoret, that deth prove this | 
{ccond General! Councell , te have beenc any more called by T beoder lib. 5 
Damaſmi , then by the ether Biſhops mentioned in the ſame *7+9- 
Letrer, or in the lame Epillle. For, that Letter, or Epiſtle, was 

not written, or dircited to one alenc, as naincly to Damaſus, 

(as you would make men belceve, }) but to many and diverſe 
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Biſhops _— For thus is the diretion, (vix.) 9 our moft 
hon oxrable Lords, our verie Reverend brothers, and fthowes in Of- 
amaſns, Ambroſins, Britton, Valerian, Acbolins, Aneming, 
Baſil, and the reſt of the holy Biſhops aſſembled in the noble Citie of 
Rome. T be holy Councell of Orthedoxe Biſhops, gathered together 
In the great Citie of Conftantivople, ſend Greeting. Se that, it was 
not Dameſwalone, (as here you lec,') but the reſt of thoſe re- 
yerend Biſhops alſo,aſſembled ax Rome, that ſent thoſe Letters, 
mentioned inthat Epiſtle to the moſt holy Emperour T heo- 
deſuns. And ſecondly, even thoſe Letters of Dameſus,and of the 
relt of che Biſhops, ſeat to the Emperou\: , concerning that 
matter of calling the Councell were onely perſwafive,and not 
commannding I.ctters : In aſmuch as 1t is before, by my Reply, 
veric evident, that this Councell was aſſembled by the com- 
maundement, or commaunding Letters of the Emperour; 
Ana cenſ{cquently it was not Dameſu alone. but other Bthops 
alſo joyned with h:m, that ſent thoſe their Letters to the Bm 
perour, whereby hee was excitcd, moved, and per{ſwaded, te 
call, and commaund that Councell to bee aſſembled at Conftaws 
tinople. New then, ſceing that Theodoret whom you cite"to 
prove, that Pepe Dawa/ws by his commaunding I etters, cal. 


T heedor.1 b.5 led this Councell, proveth no ſuck matter : Yea hee cxprefſely 


witnef{cth the contrarie, affirming it diretly, ro have beene 
called by the commaundement et the Emperour:Doth or can 
this any way helpetocxcuſe you” Ordoth it not rather ſo 

much the more inlarye, and aggravate your fault hercin * 
Concerning tke third Generall Councell;:(which was the 
firſt Epbeſine.) that, That was called by the. comwaunecwent 
of the Emperour T b:040ſius the younger, I haveallo proved in 
in my Reply, pag. $3. bv the teftimomies at Evagrits, Liberatws, 
Secrares, LORE As, Nicephorus,X by rhe Syrodal Epiltle it {elfe. 
And yct yeu would make men beleeve, that it was called not 
by the commanademenit of the Emperour, but of Celeſtinus 
Biſhop of Reme. And for procfe hercef,you cite Proſper in Chro- 
nice, af irming it to have beencheld Celeſtini authoritete, Bythe 
«ut bority of Celeſline. Burt you till much multake,for this was no 
commandement.or commairr ding authoritte 1n Celeftinus,buc 
a perſwalive onely, which Biſkops might, and did uſe tothe 
| Emper- 
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F.mperours, vcric often, for the obtayning ef Councels.' So 
that by theſe wordes, is no mure meant, orfignied, but that 
Celeflinus uſed ſuch authoritie, that is, ſuch pomwer,credite and 
eſtimation, as hee had with the Emperour, to cauſe; aud,pre- 
cure this Councell to bee aſſembled. And that this word, U\£«- 
theritas , doth ſo fignifie, and 18 yeric often uſced 1n that ſence, 
your Diflienaries, and Latine writers, will ſufficiently teach 
you. Yea, your ſe'fe, in your;Rejoynder., doe:cite Panlus D.a- 
cons, in his HiſtoriceE.colleBians , that hee ſpeaketh of the laſt 
of the firſt foure Generall Ceuncels, ( which:was the Coun- 
cell of Calcelon,) in this fort. Papa Leoni autheritate, Fc. By the 
authoritie of Pope Leo, and commannd of Martian the Emperoxr, 
the Counceil of Culcedon was ſummoned, Here yowſee aplame dt 
ftin&1on , made betweene this 4utboritie; Sethe rommaennd. T he 
commannd,or commandivg authoritic, being attributed tothe 
E mpcrour Martian: and the other authoritic, namely the per- 
ſwaſive, being attributed to Leo, Biſhop of Rome, And yet ney- 
ther, was 1t.cncl y Celeſtinas, Biſhop. of Reme, but other Patri- 
arkes,znd Bilhops, likewiſe,as namely Cyril Bifhop.of X lex- 
andria, Tohn Bilhop of Antiech, and Juvendt Biſhop of leruſalen 


vhat perſivadel, and excited the Emperour , to call and com- T beods/]a.. 


maund , this third] Generall Councell at Epheſus , as Zonaras 
xeſtifieth, _ Ie e 15 ES 

And as touching the fourth Generall /Councell, which was, 
as I aid, that at Calcedon: I have proved 1n my Reply, pag. 85. 
by the tcitimonie of the yerie Comncell it ſclfe,and by fundry 


Epiſt|csalſo, of Leo Biſhop of Rome, that this Councell of 


Calcedorn, was ſummoned by the commaundement of the Ena- 
perour ; \vhereunto ray be alſo added, that your owne teſti. 
monic of Paulxs Diaconss , before cited, who ſaith, ( as even 
your ſcifc alleJged him, ) that this feurth Generall Councell 
of Ca'c:idon, was ſummoned or called by the commaunde. 


Paul. Dias. 
lib.rs. 


Zonar. in 


niore. 


men: of Martian the'Emperour,and not of Leo, although Leo 


di. alſo interpolc and uſe his autkoritie, and credite with the 
E mpcrour, for the cftcRing of it. Now then, when beſide the 
clcc: endlle of other proofes, you ſaw by this expreſle teſtime- 
me 9; Frum Liacanss, ( whom your ſelte alledged, ) thatthis 
Cuuuncell of- Calced mn , was furnmoned, or called by the com- 
mauncc. 


n | «Ee et ou Goat es net 


' 
' 
j 
| 
f 
| 
| 


Hiern.lib. 3. 


in Ruffin. 


Or. Schol. in 
AFR. 2. 


66 A ſarreplication 


emaundement ofthe Emperor Martian, why hould you, or any 
wan elſe, ſay , or ſuppeſc the comtrarie thereunto? Yea even 
Leo himſelfe , in divers ef his Epiſtles, ſheweth, ( as I ſaid be 
fore, ) that neyther hee, nor any ether Biſhop ef Rome did, in 
thole dayes , ſummon orcall, eyther this, or any other Gene. 
rall Ceuncell,but that it belonged tothe Empereurs,ſo to dee, 
as you may ſce more fully, by the wordes and aQtions , of the 
ſame Les, formerly mentioned 1n my R eply, Pag.8 48 F. Bur 
I there alſo further alledged, a fifth Generall Councell ;called, 
AA1andato Inſtmiant, By the commanndement of Iuftinian the [EM- 
peronr. And other Councels I likewiſe there alledged called by 
Emperours : toall which, you anſwer nothing, Nor doe you 
an{wer to CardindE Cuſ/anms,there alſe produced by me, confel- 
fing, and aftirming cxpreflcly , though it were againſt the 
Pope, that, The firſt eight General councels, were called by the 
Emperours, Yea, this 1s ſocleecre a caſe, and ſe cyident atruth, 
that S. Hiereme maketh it to bee of the eſſence of a General 
Councell: Dic qu Imperat or juſſerit hae Synod, convecaric Tell 
" , ( ſaith bee, ) what Emperour commaun 'ed this councell ro be af. 
ſembled: thereby declaring, that it was held for no Generall 
Councell in thoſe dayes, unlefle it were called, and aſſembled 
by the commaundement of the Emperour. Now then , upon 
all theſe premiſles, I leave it to the equall Reader, te judge, 
whether hee that denicth this ſo cleere, plaine, and palpable, 
atruth, benot juſtly worthy to beeacceuntecd, at leaſt, Ex- 
freemely audacious , if notextreamely impudent. 

14. And yct you would ſecme to ſay further, that S. Petey 
by his authoritic and commaundement , called the Councell 
which was at Jersſ«eme, in the Apoſtles times, (A. 1 5.) and, 
that hee was alſo the Preſident therein. But you pre ve 1t not, 
neyther isthere any ſuch thing in the Text appearing , rngt 
hee commaundee or called that Councell. Yea, hce had no 
ſuch commaunding , or compulſive amthoritic over the reſt of 
the Apoftles. The Greeke $ c boliaſt ſaith, T hat hee did nothing 
imperienſly, or with commaunding authoritie, but af things by com- 
wen cenſent. And therefore, in thoſe times of the Apoliles, did 
that Councell at leruſalem, ( AF. 5.6.) come together , and 
was allembled by commen ccnſent, and agreement amongft 

F theme 


K+. WM ay i des. tous oct. 4 * 


* _— * 4... n NE; ko 


- 64 ef Y BE ag oO OE 
- > 4. $ » +. % £ A ay 


Toa popiſheAdverſary. 67 


themſclyes : But afterward, indeede , in the ſucceeding times, 
when the Emperours became Chriſtians, The Ectleſiafticall 
aff aires (faith Socrates,) did much depend upon them, ſ) that the 


greateſt Councels were in time paſt, and ſtil are, ( ſaith hee, ) at this 


day,called by their appointment. Neyther was Peter,the firit man, 
that fpake inthat Councell, (as you affirme, ſecking thereby 
to prove him te bee alſo the Preſidentthercin : ) For the Text 
ſhewcth, that there had beene great diſputation, before Peter roſz up, 
and ſpake, AF.1 5.7. Yea, itleemeth, that Iames rather then Pe- 
ter, was the Prelident in that Councecll : For James was he,chat 
eave the definitive ſentence, A7F.1 5.19.20. & tothat ſentence 
of his, d1d both Peter, and the reſt of that Councell, cenſenr, 
and condeſcend, and accordingly, was the decree erawnc and 
made nj», i8 that Councell, and ſent unto the Churches,as ap- 
peareth, A&.15.22.23 24-25.26.27.28.29. Neyrher 1s 1t 
eruc, thatto Pretide, or to be Pcelident, in Councels, is a right 
properly belonging to the Pope, whatſoever you ſay : Yea, it 
1s yeriecyidently, and abundantly diſproved 1n Ecclefialticall 
hiftoric, by ſundrie Councels, wherein others,and not the Bi- 
hops of Rewe, were the Preſidents. And Athanafins himicife 
Gi expretſzly, of He/its , that hee was, in his time, Concilis- 

rum Princeps, the chiefe, Prince , or Preſident of the Councels. 
15. Butin my Reply, pag. 3 o, 1ſaid further, that Arbana. 
firs did appreve of the Aathontie of the Emperours, in Eccle- 
fiafticall cauſcs : and this I proved by two inftances, and not 
by one enely , (as you ſay: ) Thehiſt was this, that witen 
A thinaſius was cemmauniled to cenferre, with one Arins, 
concerning matters of taith: hee anſwered : Who s ſo farre out 
of his wits, that hee dare refuſe the commanniement of hu Prince? 
Thc other, was this. T hat the Emberonrs cCommunndemet maile 
him to a'reare before the Conncelt of T yrits : and fending that come 
cell, not to pe indifferent, but partially affeFed,, Hee and the reſt of 
the Orth:doxe Biſhops, abpealed to the Empereny. To the form 
yew an{wer not'.ingat all, invour Rejoynder, To the litter, 
veu {ncikxe fornewanat, and dee ſay, that, 7 batwiich / cill bo: 
counce'i of Tyins, was us conncelt at all. And this voau woald 
prove by the te{urmonic of Athanaſius tumlelte, where hs {21t'h 
Lis, Ora frote, ralew conventum, Synod:imappelireatd nt, cn 
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comes Preſedit , With what face dare they call ſuch an afſembly 1 
4) Synod, er Councell, in which tbeConnt did Preſide ? But doe you 
thiake this, to be a reaſon ſufficient,to prove it to be no coun. 
cell ata!l,or in any fort, becauſe a Comnt being a Lay-man did 
Prelide in it, as Deputic, or Licufteuant tothe Emperonr,and 
18 his ſtcad © Doth not your ſclte ſay in your Rejoynder, that 
the Ewperour T kesdofis the Texnger, ſent Connt Canaidianus, 
as Nis Licuſtenanc te the Councell of Epheſus? will you there- 
fore conclude, that this Councell of Epbeſis, was allo therefore 
ns Councecll at all,becauſc tins Count Candilians,being a lay- 
an, was Prelident,or Licuftenant at 1t,in ſtcad of the Empec- 
rour? For you may al well conclu:lc the ence, as the other by 
that rcalon. Doe not therefore miſconſiter nor miſtake, that 
holy man A thaneſins , nor wrong, nor delude your Reader by 
a fallacic, a 4itts ſecundum quid, ad diftium ſimpl:citer. For if you 
reade him dthigently, and obſervantly, you will finge, that he 
denyed 1c not tobce a Councell, ſimply and abſolutely, bur 
in ſome reſpects ; as, namely, 1n reſpect 1t conſiticd of 417ien 
Bithops, and cf that Arrien Preſident, and that,their plotte, 
purpoſe, and endeavour was to advance Arrianiſme , againſt 
Gods truth, and the Orthodexe Biſheps ef that time, and 
azainit the decrees of t);e former famous Counccll of Nyce, 
1g that point : and in re\[peRt alſo, that not jullice, but vio- 
lence , or tyranny was therc intendec!, any ſuch ike. And this 
you migh:; have percerved,if you had gone on, with the wores 
of A thansſfins, which arc thele, ( viz.) Qua frente, talem con- 
ventuxs, Synodum appcliare ardcont, cuiComes prefiaet © Et nbi ſpe- 
(Uator apparcbat 4 Et Comentarienſis five Carcerarins, pro Dirco- 
uu Kecleſie , advertanies introducibat ? ubi Comes Verva faciebat , 
eter preſentes in ſilentis erant, Ye! petins Cemiti obſequium ſurm, 
accommodabant, cc. Againe he there ſaith. Qua ſpecies ib1 Syi.s- 
di,ubi vel cades, wel exiimm, ſi Caſari placniſſet,conſiitucbaturs And 
avainc hec ſaith, Nicesi Concily Decreta irrits , ſua autem , rata 
volunt ; Ft Synodi yocaluls uti ausent, qui tant & Synoas non 6btem- 
perant : Nibil ills $yuedi curg ſunt , ſed inanem ſpeciems zynodi þ1 &- 
texunt, ut ſubiatu Orth:doxs viru, ea qua vere , of magne dYlite 
&:, de Arianw, jtatita ſunt, demoliantur. Aud therefore hee faich 
further, thus Que 10s cumita ageren:ur, ab ys tanguam Ccencilio 
Es Qued en;m libuit, fecere, 7 bet wh:l} theſe 
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pings were tbus done, Wee ſaith hee, departed from them, a4 from « 
Conncel of injurioua perſons : For they did What they lifted : You 
ſce then 1n what reſpetts 1t1s, that Arbanafins difliked, and 
condeinned this Comnuell of T yrs , as not werthy tac name 
of a Counce!l ; Yet, for all that, hee athrmed it not to be 10 
Councell at all ſimply and abto:utciy, and to all intents, and 
purpoſecs,as you would perſwate. For it it hail been no Coun 
cell at all, orin any fort, why was 1: cenvocatel or aſſembled, 
as a Councell ? Or why was Athmaſins commwaunied by the 
Empercur to appeare there? Or why cd the ſame 4 thaxaſens 
afterward appeale from thece to th'Ewperor?yea cven Athe- 
»:/" himfſcife,aftrrmeth itto be a counceli, ſuch a one as 1t was, 
& ervcth 1t expreſſcly,the name of a Councell,when he faith, 
as yuu heard before, that he, and the reſt of the Orthooxe 
Biſhops departed from thence, tanquam e Concilio ininrie/orum, 
as from « Councell of iniurieus Perſons, So that,a Councell him- 
{-:ce here acknowledged it to bee, though a bad Councell, 
taoagh x1 Councell cf 1njuri0us, ani wicked Pcifons, and a 
Counccll not worthy to bee called a Councell, becauſe it thus 
intended, ans enacavored, the adyancemert of Arriazi/me. 
Burt what < W1!l you ſay, tha: the many and ſundric Coun- 
cels convocated, and aiſcmiled 1n times patt , wherein Ar7ia- 
w/me was citi:hiſhed, were therctore no Councels atall, or in 
any ſort ? Yea ihisof T'yru, ( alwell as thoſe,) was heid te be 
a Councell, ( though a wicxed, and 1imp1ous one, ) not onely 
by A: hanafns, bur by Secr-res allo , and by T hroderet Iikewile, 
who 1n their {eyerall Eccleliatticall Hiſtories, doe often call ic 
exprefiely by chat name,of the Counceli of Tyr. And cven 
that Chriitian Emperour a'{o, Conſtantive himicite, wrote un 
to them, by the ſame name,cailins th2m the Councell of Ty- 
rw. And itis yct further recorded, that, by the Emperours *- ©3523 ts 
commaundement, this Counceil of Tyrns, ( expicflcly aZainc 
ſo cailed.) was removed from T'yra,to Jeruſclem, 

But ten you ſay, that the fat, whereof /rummaſins was ac. 
cuſed by the A4rrians, in that Councell of T yrs, was a mcerc 
civill crime, belonging tothe Temporall Tribunall : to wit,the 
Killing 07.Arſerine, and cutiingot his han.l. Bus vou are ill 
decetyed : Forit was not onely the Killing of A ſen;xs, att rhe 
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Cutting of his hand, ( as you alledge,) but it was further, the 
wins of that hand, ( ſo ſuzgeſtedto bee cur of, )ro Megicke, 
and Yorcerie, that was layed to hiscnarge : Yea, ſundric other 
things allo werelayd to his charge, as namely,that bee had d- 


fiowred a virgin : and that one of his Cleargie, kid braten dow 12 142 


A ltar, overt hre\yne the Lords T able. broken the ha'y Cup pe, and 
burned i be bleſſed Bible. For ail which mid *MNCAaNo?try, 1115S 3C- 
cuicts {ought tO Tet him diſplace2, and depoſed 1c1-t Count 
ccil. So that 1t was not amecre Ciy1l! crime, that i»a3l:yd wo 
his charge, as you ſuppoſe, butthey were mixt eff:nce:,parte 
ly Civiil, an; Temporall ,and parily Epilcopa!l and Eccleſia- 
tticall. And therefore well might 1t bee called in ſome reſpeRt, 
Neg«tizm Juperaterium , « watter Imperiall, namely in r:{jc& of 


* the acculation of killing of Arſenius, and tine cuttin? of 


h1s hand, if you gce nofaurther burto con!:derthelc fats one- 
ly, fingly and apart from therelt : For to 2lto cd rhe Emper- 
our, Co::/tent.ne himſelfe, as 1t ſcemeth, tur a while, conceive 
of 1t, and therefore wrote to Dalmatius, the Cerſ1r, that hee 
ſhogld call betore him. ſuch as were accuſcl, heare themarter, 
and puniſh the offenders : But afterward hee aitered his OPt- 
nion, and Kopped that courſe of hearing Atbenaſius matters 
beforethe Cenſor , ani| would haye them te bee heard, and de- 
termined before the Councell of Biſhops , which was aſe 
{-mbled at Tyrus. ( and which was afcerward removed from 
thence to Ilerujalem, to conlecrate a { emple or Church, which 
the Emperour had builded there. ) T he Emperenr, ( ſaith Secra- 
tes,) willedthe B ſhops aſſembled at Tyr, to lebate, tegeiver with 
#: her matters, the contentions rayſed about Athinaſlns, to the end, 
( all quarells being removed, ) they 'might afterw:rd (heerefal 1 ſon 
lemnize the conſeeration of that Church, aud dedicate the ſame unt9 
Ged, So that, all the matters layd to Athansſrvs his charge, 
bcing, not fingly and ſeycralil 7 , but joyntly together cenlide- 
red,and they all tencing, to the ſluunger, defamation, anc de- 
poling offo worthy,reverend, and renowned a Biſhop, 1t ap- 
pearcth by the event, that it was at lait, in thoſe rimcs, held, 
and concluaed, te bee Negotinng Frned ile , 05 Fp'/« 6p4ie, 4 Mit - 
ter meete for a Sy» 08, or Conncell of B fhops. to conſtaey 6f, and to 
«e;erinine. And ſoin.icc.le was it done accordingly. NOW ", 
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when Athan<{115 went to the Emperour fer rcfuge, appealin o 
f-ora this wicked, and injurious Councell of Tyr, unto the 
ſ:me Experour,in this his Epiſcopall, & Eccleſiaſtical! cauſe: 
Is it not thereby, veric evident , that hee approved of the au. 
thoritic of the Fmperour in a cauſe Ecclehiafticall ? But 1f yer, 
you make any doubt hereof, you may ſee further in my Rep!», 
Pas.6 3. that as the Apoſtle Paul appealed to Ceſar, ſo Arhini- 


firs hi.+{elie ſaith, rnat by that example of the Apoſtle, hee 


weuld likewiſe appecle to the Emperonr ef his time : and hee ſaith 
there turther, that beyond the Emperour, there was in his 
daycs no appeale to be made to any,but toGod onely,and con 
ſequcarly not to the Pope. 

16. Buc you demaund of me certaine queſtions wherein 
you would bercſolved - The firſt is, whether I hold;and con- 
clade the {irituall ſwpremacic to ben the King* | cannor but 
wonder ac t!11s queition of yours. For I have often told you,in 
my Reply,tntitns a Civiiland Temporall ſwpremacie, over 
perſons Eccicli .iticall, and in cauſcs allo Ecclchiatticall, which 
I give unto Kuigs. What © have wee beene fo long diſputing 
about tic PY1110 of Supremacie ? And doc you not yet know 
the {tate of t12 quethon berwixt us 7 S.PFaxlſpeaketh of ſome, 
that would be Didt1'5 of the Law, and yet underſiaud not what 
tbey [veake, nor wher-of they offime : Of this ſorr, 1t ſeemeth, 
yonace by this queition propoun/cd.But I anſwere you once 
more,t(.*1t1znot , (as you have ofcen ſat!, and often mifta. 
ken, ) a{;, iirual!, but a Ctviil and Temporall fupremacie,that 
I attribure co Twpcrours, Kings, and Princes, in cauſes Eecie. 


fafticu'l, and oycr Perſons Feclefiaſticall, And as for the Spit1-_ 


ruall ſfupremacie, 1t belongeth rightly and properly to Chriſt 
Iclus, tie vnety Spirtivalh King, Head, and Monarch, of mis 
while rn, For when hee was demaunded, touching his 


king one, 2c anſwered thus; My king dome 1s net of thu word: 10h.18 26. 


ther coca ng, chat hee was mot a worlely, orterreſtriall 
Ki 42 4 © 114cuall King, And therefore alſo when they 
Wo 91 2 MM,aterrciiriall King, hee would none of 7,h s x 5. 
ic, m1 4... and departed fromthem. And fo hkewiſe tefti- 
to 4 ru andfairhfull Apoitle, ( ſpeaking ef him- 
{c! f cut tne Excleliaftical! 's, ) thas the 
{ets | ..zcrelt of the Eccleliatticall Miniſters, ) that t 
& 1 Weapons 


Cor. 10. 4. 


Tt eA ſerreplication 


Weapons of their war fare, are not carnall , but mightie through Cedt: 
that ls, they bee divine, and (ptrituail, and not worldly or ter- 
reftriall. And in reſpc# of this his { pirituall kingdeme, or (| Pl= 
rituall ſupremacac, all Emperours, Kings, Princcs, and Poten. | 
tates,a{wcll as all Bifhops, and others, ot what degree ſveyer, 
mult acknowlesgetheir lubjetion unto him. For is bim w given 
all power beth in heaven and in earth. And hee it s , whem God bath 


4th 23.18 ſet at ku risht band.farre above ali principalitic,axd poWer,@ mig ht, 


phe/.1. 20. 
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.Cor.15.25 


ard dominiou,and everie name, that uw named, not in this world oel Y, 
but alſo in that which is ts come. And bee bath made all things ſub. 
ett, under hu feete, ard hath given him , over 4 [ things, tobee the 
bead to the church, which # bis bo+y,the fulneſje of him that filleth aff 
In all. And, Hee muſt raigne wntill be bath put all bis enemies uneer 
hk feete. You ſcethen, tha: this {pirituall kingdeme , or ſpiri- 
tuall Menarchy and ſupremacie , Lelongeth onely to Chriſt 
Ic{us, amd not to any terreſtria}l Emptrour, King, Prince, Pope, 
or Prelate whatſoever, © ndthere{ore when you attribute, (as 
you doe, ) the ſpirituall ſupremacic to the Pope of Reme,con- 
{1der well, how grcac & intolcrablethe oftencec 15.For 1s it not 
(asI ſaid before ) dirett high treaſon in a ſubjea, to intrude, 
and uſvrpenpon the king.:ome of his ſoyeraigre, and to cx- 
erciſe his ſupremacie, Royall r1zhts, authorities, ane Preroga- 
tives therein, without ary warrant, or commiſ>10n from him? 
And isit then any lellechen high treaſon, , fur the Biſhop of 
K eme to doe the ſame, in the ſpurituali kingdomeof Cyr1sT 
IESvs *1f youſay that the Biſhop of Rome, 15 bur onely the 
Vicar,or V ice-roy,or Veputie,anto Chriſt,ua that 1s kingome: 
I demaund who conttitute, or appomte: him to ber {o ? For 
is not he ſtill a traytor to his King, thatentreth upon his king. 
dome,peſlefieth , and cajoyeth it, under colcur, and pretence, 
that hee 18 appointe] by his ſoveraignc, to bee the /ice-rey,or 
Lm1d deputie of the kingdome, when revere , ( whatſoever he 
pretenderh , heenevther hath. nor canthew any Letters-Pa- 
rents, Warrant, or Coms ifvten trom his King for the ſame * 
Such 15 the cale of the Biſhop &t Re For nevther the Fops, 
nor ail his partakets, doe, or be zbleto ſhew any Werraut or 
commuſsion from Chriſt, 11 tat behalfe «1 key have beene 
long tec king out uct a Welra.it and c. mmilzion , Lut they 
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eould neyer yet, norever will beableto finde it. If then this 
be high treaſon againſt Chriſt,in the Pope:do your ſelfe judge 
what offcace it 15 in you, or others, that take part with him 
therein , and bee his adherents, followers , and matntayners. 
The fecond queſtion you demaund ef meegis , whether the 
whole Church being but one,therebe any moe heads of it then 


| 
one © I an{wer , that the whole Church , being (a$S. Partcal. , c,,,, ., | 
leth ic,) T be body of Ghrifli This ene body, can have no moe , 3-1 1 


| LC. 

then one head : and, that one becdis CmnisT Iksy 5.45 Ejkeſ.1.2 2.13 
. ſ . . a * 

the ſame $S. Pal, againe expreſlely teacheth and athimeth. , 2 


. . f 
And theretore, this head, is nox the Pope ef 4 ome, as you ve- Epheſ. 4. 15. 


4 __ —_— - — 


rie {irangely dreame your ſelfe incline to this, that there Coloſſ 1.8. "= 
ſhould be bur one Head to this one Body, How then can you al- 
mut any moc heads unto 1t, then this ence, which 1s Chrilt ]e- 
ſus * For, if you makeCyni1sr IzsSy Ss to bc onehaad, 
and che Pope to be another head, you make this one body to 
have two heads, and ſo make it a Monſter. As for your ciitin- 
ion, of a/itall bead, and a Afiniſleriall head, it is beture remo. 
ved and taken away in my firſt Booke, pag 94. $5. 96.97. 
whereto you havenotantiwered. And i you ay, that 
vhe Church Militant, confilting both of Jewes, and Gentices, 
1s but /um ovile, One ſheepefoald,and that this une Sheepefeuld, 1:h.10. 16. 
there 1s but uns Faitor , on paſter,or one [Leepheard , it 13 truc:bur 

this anus paſtor , one ſheepheard, 15 not, ( as you {lll fondly fan- JT6þ.1 0.11, 
cic,) the Biſhop of Reme, but CyrisT Ifsvs oncly, I 4: 

a4 appeareth in the ſame Chapter, And inthis reſpe&t, he is al- 
fo called, Magus paſter oyiuxs,T he great ſheepheard of the Sheepe, 
Yea, the chicte,or ſupreme Paſtor,over all the ſeverall Paitors 
of all rhe {cvcralifleckes in the world. For thus S. Peter ſpea- 
kerhto them all : Feede the flecke of God , which dependeth upsu 
you, caring for it not by ceuſiraint, but willin:ly : not fer filthy lucre, 
of areaaie minae : not as though yee Were Lords over Gods heritage, 
bu: that yee may be examples to the flocke: And when the (hiefe 7 
Sheepheard ſhall appeare\,yee ſhall receive an mce;Twptible crewne of 

glory, Herc you lce, chat $. Peter ſhe weth very plauicly that 

not 2; niclte, ( though hee were an Apoille, ) much lcile the | 
Biſhop of Rome, or any other Biſhep, was to have thu lugh 
and tranicenientname of Chucfe or ( epreme Pattor, over all 


the 


Cols/]. 3.1 0. | 
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The reſt of the ſeverall Paſtors: Forto CunrsrT Ing s 


pacly hee attributerh, and appropriateth this tirtle, as beine 


is peculiar and prerogative: in almuch as it is Chrift 7eſi;s 
Onely, and not the Bilhop ef Reme , nor any other man mor- 
tall wholoeyer that can give this incorruptible crowne of 
ploric he there ſpeaketh of. Not the Pope then,nor any other, 
but Cir1sT IEsys oncly, appeareth to bee che chiefe or fu- 
preme Paftor, or ( which cometh all to one reckoning, ) the 
Vrnuverſall Biſhep, overall the ſcyerall Eifhops, and ſercrall 
Paſtors, diſperſed in the world. Your ewne tranflation in 
this Text of 1.Pet. 5-4. ls, Princeps Paftorum, the Prince of Ae 
Fers : which likewiſe ftill fheweth, that not the Pope, but 
Cunisr IEsvs enely, is the ſupreme Paſtor, or the Prince 
of tc leverall Paſtors diſperſed on the tace of the Earth. And 
theretore was it alſo decreed ty the Councell of Carthage 3 .c4. 
26. that Prime ſeas Epiſcoput,z.on appelletur Princ'ps ſacerdotum, 
vel ſummus [aceraes, aut aliquid huiuſmedi. fed tantuw prime ſedis 
Epiſcopus: T he B ſhop of the fu ft Sea,may not bee calledgthe Prince 
of Prieits, or the the chiefe Pricſt,or any ſuch like,but onely Biſkop of 


| Diitint. 99. of Y niverſall.Biſbep, Neytber let the Biſhop of Rome b- ſo called. 
prim.ſed. Now then to come to anſwere you, alſo touchirs 2\r6, and 

| other Heathen,& perſecuting Emperours, and Kings: It 1s rue, 
that they have the (ame Civiil ſword, power, and author1.1e 
committed to them from Ged, which the Ch1ii{utan Frpers 
eurs,and the Chriftian Kings have, ard totheſan ec enc;names 

1.Pet.2.13- ly , for the puniſhment ef evill doey;,and far the pray/e of them that 
| 1.4 doe well ; But it they puniſh good, and gedly men, and welle 


| Row.1 3-3-4 doers, { as Neredid , when hee put 5. Peter, and S. Peri! to 
| : death , and as the other Emperours, and Kinss doo, whic 
| perſccute thetruc and Orthodoxe Chriſtians)This 1s not the 
right uſing, but abuling of the {word and autioritic, commite 
| ted to them. So that, the power, and authoritic 15the ſame ro 
| both: but the difference is in the uſe, or abuſe of that Autho- 
ritic. All the ſupremcie, power,and axthenitic graunted trom 
God , to any Emperours, Kings, and Prin.es, within their 
Dominions, ous '1t tobe imploye] for God, and not againſt 
him, in any ſort. Anu according hereunto , tie truce Chriſtian 
Eit@pcrours, 


the firſt Sea. And Gratian addeth further as touchivg the title - 


wade 
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Emperours, and Kings, uſe their Civill {words,an\ authoritics 
for God, and for advancement of his ſeryice, truth, and relt- 
gion. And although Heathen, and Infidell Emperaurs and 
Kings doe commenly abuſc that ſword, and authorivic,(*hich 
God hath gtyen them, ) againſt God, and againft his ſcrvice, 
ſeryants, and rel1gion. Yet if any Heathen Emperour,or King 


ne "new 3y - © 
doe commaund any thing tor God, or for his ſeryice, worſhip, 


or rel1g1on, (as they may doe, and ſom-t1mes have done, ) (as 
appeareth by the examples of King Cyrns, King Darius, King 

Artaxerxes, King NdPuchadnezzar, and »thers: ) eherein, they 

are no lefſe ts bee obeyed, then if it had beene commaundel, 

by the god yelt, & beR profeſſed Chriſtian King in the world. 

An\ this you may ſee further deflared, in my firft Booke, 

Chap. 1. pag 7. and in my Reply, pas.44- 45. Wherefore, it 1s 

evident, that cyca Pazan and Heathen Kings, have the ſame 

ſupremacie , power, and authoritie, within their Kin2demes 
and Domin:ons,to commaund for God, his ſeryice, &rehi2ion, 
which Chriitian Kings and Princes have: although, they doc 
not, (as they ſhomld, ) eyermore wſc, extend,and 1mploy, that 
their power,and auth "itie, accordingly, for God,and his re!1- 
£10n: and conſequentlv,the defeR,is not in reſpeR,of any po- 
wer, or authoritie, ( which they want net, ? but in reſyett of 
their underſtandings, wils, and afte&tions, which being depra- 
ved, and corrupted,and not rectified or ſanttified, nor conver- 
ted tro Chrift, and Chrifttznitie,doe carne them avvry,and clic 
wrong wav. 

Burt you propoun:! unto mee, yet further, another que?jon, 
which 1s this. What 1f the King of S/avonia,or any oc her &133T 
miſled by frailtie, 1ynorance, or malice, ſhould imploy their 
powers te force their fulje&es from the true Reſ1vion , an 
thereby ſubvert, and rumate, not onely their owne {onles, bur 
the ſoules of their {ubjeRs alſo : Migh: not the Kiny in th: 
caſe, being, (as you call him, ) a ſcabbed ſheepe ; ( all cchier 
meanes fayling of his recevente, ) be compell24 by the Bi hop 
of Þ ome ,tounbrace Gods true faith and religion, and to CY 
nntte th- ſame freedome unto his ſubjeSts ? | anſver, 1, Hor, 


fh:1t, what right, or au;Noritic, from God, hath ef.c if ap wr 


Rome in this calc, to compell Kings, an.| Princes, m ore £1 (n 
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other Biſhops, have ? Yea ,neyther the Biſhop of Rowe, nor 
any o:her B:Hhop,cr Eccleſiaſtica!l Miniſter, hath any ſuch Po- 
wer, or autivorit.c, included, or compriſed, within thoſe their 
Ecciclafticall calimgs and Mimiſteries, as by worlsly power, 
«11.4 cxtermall force of Armes, to compcll a King tothe righe 
rc!1:i0, 1t 15 true, that the Miniſters of Chrift may exhort & 
wh ave the bell they can, a King crring in his Religion, trem 
1:5 crior, and may doe, what their Eccleliatticall commGGiun 
zauntcd thei from Chritt, will warrant them to doe, but no 
tu::cr may they goc: forthen doe they , Fines al:e9s inyas 
dee lnyade oimer mens bounds, (3. Bernard {peaketn,).4s knys bave 
the teinportl ſword, t9 commannd,and to compel: Bilhops, Paſtors 
ani! Miniſters Ecciciialticall, have not that but another ſword 
to ule, natncty, a ſpirituall ſword, or ſwo:d of the ſpirit, which uu 
the word of God : ay S. Paul cailcth & defineth it, And therefore 
theſe two ſwords muſt bee diltingwiſhed, and not centounded, 
Yea, Chrilt ]clus himſcife, whilit hee was here upon earth , 
would not meddle with worldly, or temporall maiters. Fer 
when one ſpake uinco him , defiring him, to bid bu brother , to 
devide the inheritance with him, hee refuſed, and jaii: Man, who 
MAemeetovealnage,or a dcvyider over you ? [f you object, that 
Chriſt ſaid to Peter : Whatſeever thou bindcit on earth, ſhalbe 
bound in heaven,and whatſoever thow lesſeſ? on earth ſhalbe leoſed in 
beaven. Remember, that hee ſpake allo the ſamething plural- 
ly to all the Apoſtles,giving to them all altke the ſame autho- 


 ritie, ſaying thus Quicquid ligeveritts, We. Whatſoever yee bivae 


on earth, ſhalpe bound in beeven : and whaiſecuer yre looſe on earth 
foall be lao/ed in heaven, ou cannot therefore wy vertue 0: thote 
wordes, inferre, that Peter , or his ſucceilors has aty more au- 
thoritic,to depoſe Kings,or to compel! them 1n any {ort.to-the 
11ght religion, or to ary thing cl{c,then eyther James,or obn, 
or therelt of the Apotiles,or any of their ſucceifors had.in the 
like caſe ; For, the ſame authoritie, azdin the ſame wordex, 18, 
(as you lee, ) graumted aiwcll te the onc,as totheother, Ney- 
ther againe , mutt you forget or emit the former patt of choſe 
wordes ſpoken by CHR15sT unto Peer, which bee theic: 
1] will give unto thee the keyes of the kingaome ef heaven. For the 


wbſcyuent werdes,( ſpoken tohim, ) of binding,an Wong, 
Wave 
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| have reference thereuntoand :are therefore to becexpoundcd, 
not of things carthly, or concerning terrcſtall matters, sr 
| werldly kingdomes, but of things concermng another werld 


and kinsdome, namely, concerning the kingdome of haven. 
And ſoalſo duth S. Bernarddireftly declare, ſaying thus, ty 
Eugenixs Bilhop of & ome : Ergoin criminibss, non in poſſeſi.onibus, Bernard ce 
peteſtas veſtra.; Quoniam proper ills , non preprer has ecepiſts cla- wnſtderat. ad 
ves regni celorum. Your power, ( laith hec, ) concernethy fnnes, and Engen. 110.2, 
wot matters of paſſeſiion : becauſe, for thoſe,and not for tweſt yee have 
received the keyes of the kingdome of heaven. Yea, thatthe kevcs 
of che £1195.lome of heaven were alſo graunted equally ani 
al:&e, to ail the Apoſtles, [ have further ſhewed, very fully,and 
plaincly, 1n my firit Booke,pag. 292.293.3294. &c. And that 
no part of ttepower of tnouſe keyes, no, mot Excemmunicatio! 
it {elfe, ( were it never ſo jultly,or lawfully awarded,) 1s of anv 
force, by Gods lay and inflitution, to depoſe Kings, or to di{- 
an 3!l rzeducue &allegeance of ſubjeFts] have likewiſe fhew: « 
cd 1n the ſame my f1:ft Booke, pag.299. 360. 301. By what 
right, ar reafon then, ſhall or can the Biſhop of Reme, ( who 
1S allo revers no Miniſter of Chriſt at all, but the yery apparant 
erand Antichritt, ( as lhave proved at large, throughout the 
third part of my firſt Booke, )clayme to haye any fuch cxtci- 
nall power coa@tive, or compuilive @ver Kinss?But tnoreover 
this queſtion here propuunded by you was ſufncently anſu c- 
red, and refolvcd betore, by S Chry/aileme, inthecale of tins 
LY :zial, 0:ncrwile called Ozias,where hee putceth this diitc- 
rence betweene the King, and the Prieſt; tliat ilie ceo rt, vcex- py 
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hs tains ; Tile nabet arm [eu{toilia, hic arma ſpiricuatia. The King | 


cy 


: C0 azpeiletk gt sc Priejl ex: gricih : the King hath tne ſenſ;.e wedpeiiic 1 x —— 

4 the Prieſt the ſpiritrali weapons, And when the Pricit, or Eccie- jj; 
fraſticall Mintfrer,nath gone as far,as he can goin 1115 Eccieftls | * 
ſticall Minixeric,he mult not go any further touſe iny exter- 


nall powe: coattive or compulſive, as he thcre aiſo reachetl), 
but mult 38 every ſuch caſc keaye men wnto So: , who #4 tt 
t ie hearts of all kings,afweil a; of etiicis, 10 D15 127 us, and Ce 
yeih,and tarxcth then, when, and Which way {+evcr DC nie. ' 


C>:h. Yea, S, Crſoiloneluth yet turther expicficty, 7 patits 
| : HS C27.007 
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| A ſurreplication 
ſneepheard doth bis fuerpe : forits free for « ſhetepheard fircibly to 
binde bis ſheepe, to drive them from their feeding, to ſcare them, and 
te ext them: but inthe other caſe , thefeqilitic of the cure, conſiſteth 
1.0 is h'mihat giveih, bot one:y in him , that tahe:h the medicine. 
1 11:5,thataeinnrable teacher perceiving, ſaid te the Corin:hians: 
No tht wee have any Dommisn over you : under the name of faith, 
b:t that wee are helpers of your toy. For of all men , Chriſtian Bi. 
fo Ws mſi 16t correct the faul:s of offenders by force LY violence Ex. 
;019, {] Indyes, when they take any tranſg1 eſcing the lawes, they ſhew 
i} e.r ſerves to be exdtid with great authoritie, and fewer , ard (oe 
comreillthrm , whether they will or no, to char ge their manners : But 
bcre , (ſaith bee, ) non vim afferie, ſed ſuadere tantum oportet, atque: 
h+crcione melierem efficere, quem emendandumſ»ſceperis: You may 
nt nſe violence but per ſweſion onely, and by thu meanes, make bim 
6-iter, Whom you bawve taken upon you to amend. Azaine hee ſaith : 
I; anyſheepe got out of the right way, and leaving the plentiful pa. 
[tures, graze on barren, and Feepe places : The ſheepke 1d ſomewhat 
ex-:lretb ku veyce, toreduce the diſperſed and ſir«giing ſheepe, and to 
fo'ceikemto the fiecke: But if any wan wander from the right path 
f the Chriſtian faith : The Paſtor wuſt uſe great preat pames care, 
and patience: Neque enim vis ii inferenda, neque terrore ille cogen. 
an, verum ſu-dendas tai.i um, nt ae integre ad veritatem redeat : For 
hee may nor be forced, or conflrained wich terrer, but perſwaded one- 
ly, that ſo hee may returne againe ts the truth. If then your late 
Councecll ef Leteras , under Pope Inuecentine the third,decreed, 
(as you ſay,) this externall rower coaffive, to bee in the Biſhop of 
Reme : Youſee, tis not to be regarded : Becauſe ſuch adecree, 
(if 2ny ſuch were, ) is diretly contraric to the teſtimonie of 
all former approved antiquitie. But yer you muſt alſo remem- 
ber what ?l:tine writeth coucerning, that Councell. Yeiere 
- malra tum quidem in conſultstionem,recdecerni tamen quicquam eper? 
te fotuit : Many things, ( faith hee,) cameinto conſultation,tu that 
Councell bat nothing could plainely be decided: by reaſon,the Pope de- 
parting, to compoſe ſome tummlts, then ſuddainely riſen, died b) the 
way. Sethat, this your great Councell of. Literan, conſulting 
how todefeate Kings and Princes, cf their Temporall king- 
demes an:} Dewinons, but not decreeiny, or Pnengg any 
thing thercim, as being prevented by the Popes haſtened and 
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unexpetted death, will alſo doe you no pleaſure, in this c:ſe- 
But now, why may not I, afcer ſo many queſtions of yours 
anſxerc], prapeund you a'lo ene queliion © waich is th:3. 
W hat 1f the Biſhop of Rome, for maintenauce of his worl.!t y 
pompe,p:1c,plcaſure,aud ambirien, carcleſly neglcR al! ri2he 
relig10n,and bee fo cxtremely wicked,both for life, & doftrine, 
as that hee carcth vot to carrie innumerable ſoules, eogethicr 
with his owne,by heapecs,to hell : whe ſhall corrc&, reſtraiac, 
repreſſe, or puniſh him © For anſwer whereunts , you might 
ſay, that in former , and auncient times , The Eraperours hal 
che correionzand the puniſhment, aſwell of the Biſhops of 
Rom?,2s of other Biſhops, that were offenders , within their 
Dominions : But now the caſe 15 alteted, and the world tur- 
ncd topic turvic,and the Bilhop of Rome growne to that 
height.and licenctoulneſſe, as that hce will not allow hunſc'fe 
to be cenſurcd,or judged by any mcn morrtall, be they Empe- 
r us, Kings, Princes, Biſhops , Generall Counccls, or whoſo- 
ever they bee. But whilit he 1s thus mounted, not onely above 
other Kine, an. Princes, but even aboyc the Emperours alſo 
hinsſelte. What ſaith Optatas of ſuch a one ? Chim ſuper Impera- 
torem non fot, niſt [olus Deus, quifecit Imperatorem : cer: 0 quiſe ſuper 
Imperaterem ex. ollit,icm quaſi hominum exceſſerit me: as,ſe at Deum 
xon bominem,eftim:t : Faraſmuch as,({ th he, )there is riene above 
the Empereur, but God en:1y,thi3 made the Emperour - Certainely,be 
that exalteth himſclfe above the Emperour , as one tht hath gone 
beyond the bounds of men,eſteemeth himſeife, not noW 19 longer as 4 
mac,but «5 Goa, And whileſt withall, hee thus 2xempteth hima< 
ſcife, trom the Lawes, cenſure,and judgement of all men upon 
earth : what doth hee elſe, by all this,but ſhew himſelte to be, 
0 £yo,udr, T hat lawleſſe perſon, mentioned by S. Paul, 1m 2 T heſſ. 
2.8. And which alſs ſitteth in the Church,or tem}le of Ged,as God, 
and ts exalted above a'l thoſe men upon earth, thit be called Geds in 
the Scriptures, ( of which ſort be Kings,and Princes, Jand evcn 
above che Emperour alſo himſelfe, to whom belongeth that 
6:83:5/4x.ſebaſma, ( mentioned 1n the ſame place of, 2. Theſſal. 
2. 4. ) inaſmuch as hee 18, £60506, ſebaſtes, that 15, Aunuguſtns, 
as the Sripture allo it ſelfe exprefſely calleth him, AA.25.21. 
2 5. But laſtly , It is well knowne that by Gols owne initity. 
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tion, the power of the Civill and Temporall ſword, rightly, & 
properly belongcth to Emperours,Kings,amed Princcs,and net 
co Biſhops, Paltors, or other Eccleſiafticall Miniſters ; & there- 
ferc may Kings and Princes lawfully commaing,compell,and 
puruſh all Biſheps, Paſters, and Ecclchafticall Minifters what. 
locyer, ( 1t they effcnd, ) aſwell as lay-Perfons, by autho- 
ritic ef that their ſword, committed to them from Jed : But 
Bilhops on the other fide may not by that their Eccleſiaſtical 
oftice and funEtion uſe that temporall ſword, ner any tempo- 
rall externall pawer ceaQive thercunto incident or belon £1Rg, 
againſt any King, or other Perſon, for any cauſc whattoever: 
becauſe that ſwerd is not committed to them from Ged: Yea, 
tis opinton concerning compelling of Kings,ſarourcth more 
ot treaſon, then of reaſon,and therefore 1s utterly to bee dc 
teficd, and abhorred. 

17. Butthen youu lay further, that whatſoever 1 alleiiged 
to inveſt our Kipg with the ſpprewacie, the ſame might beal- 
ledged by amy Indec in Spaine, or Hungarie, er other king- 
domes, to provethe ſupremacic,to bee ikewifc in their kings. 
And why not? For 11 1s athing of right, belonging to all 
Kings, to have the ſupremacic within their ſeverall Domi- 
nions,and to uſe, ane cxtend that their power an autiioritie, 
tor Gad,and for the adrancemcnt ef his true ſet vis, and right 
relig10n,alwel] as for the adyancement of Ctyill Juliice , and 
external! peace, amerieft their ſubjeRts. And w!:at jiuit vere 
it to any, it all the Kings in Chriſtendome,yea it all che kinzs 
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ly to all Chriſtendowe, but to the whole wer'd © It ali ite 
Kings in Chriltendome, or 1n the whole worla , c16 ex:cnd 
their authorivie, for the maintenance,and adyanci ment Ct 1,0” 
pery , ( which 15 118cede, the adylerate, COrrwp! and fac 
Religion,) it being, i as rhe holy Scnpturett {c.t- Nat note 
ficd and declared 1: te tc) the R c!nien of thegrond ntionry?, 
axd ef TL whore Ti 8 by.00,n hi» 1 Ges; (0, (6 ermaourded 
toforſoke, ) even Papiſts tnemlelves, our or ty crroT of their 
juaganent, Would thirkeit to vcd vel! ONE 2 HOW rn uch 
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be well done, if they did all imploy their Civill ſwor:!,power, 
and authoritie, for the advancement of that, which 15 indeed, 
the moR auncient, true, Chriltian, Cathelicke, and Apeoſto- 
licke Religion * 

Bat you have yet {Ul a conceite,that it is requiſite, & n<ce/- 
ſarie,to |tave a Pope of R eme,as a ſuprem: Paſter,or a {up renic 
Indge, to decide, and determine all herefies, errors , doubts, 
queſtions, and controverfies comcernins faith, and rel:gion, 
that ari{c in the Church , and ſo to preferve peace and unitic in 
it, by his infillble, and uncrrable judgement. Howbeit, firſt, 
why ſhould the Biſhop of Reme, be this ſupreme Paſtor,or ſu- 

reme Tudge, more thcn the Biſhop of ntioch,Cenſtantinople, 
Alexandria , leruſalem, or any other Biſhop ? For where hath 
God conſtituted the one to bee ſo, more then the other 2 Se- 
condly, how doc you prove the Biſhop of R ome, to have an 
infallivle & an unerrablc judgement,more then other Biſhops 

have? Yea even in the Preface of my firſt Buoke, par. 14.1 5 
1 6. and againc 1n the ſecomd part cf that {ſame my firlt Booke, 
Ciap.1.pag.5 455-1 have preved, that the Biſhop of Rome 
ay erre, cyel1 18 matters of faith,a{well as any other Biſhop: 
aid the ſame doth alſo before appeare tn this Booke !1kewile. 
Thirdly, if the ſupremacie, and Monarchic of the Biſhop of 
K ame , havethis yertue init, to keepe and maintayne peace 
ai:d unitic in the Church, and to decide, and determine cer- 
tainely , truely, and infall1bly, all doubts, queſtions, and con- 
troveriics 1n Religien: Why doth hee net decide and deter- 
mune all thoſe queſtions & contrevyerfies, that ſo1: might ex -* 
pertmentally appeare,to have that vertuc in 1t7or whatneece 
15 tkere then , of Generall Councels, yea ef any Councels at 
all 2 For, thenſc, and end of Synods and Counce!s, 1s to de- 
ctae , and determine queſtions, and centroyerſies, that doe 
ariſe, and ſpread themlelves, ta the diſquicr, an-} trouble 6f 
the Church: all which, bee ſuperfluous, if the certaine truth 
1n evertequeſtion , may bc had, immediately, from his mouth, 
Jut inceede this inſtitution of Synods,or Conncels,is a divine 
inftirution, and thercforc malt ſtand : although, rhat humane 
inyenticn of the Popes ſypremacie, needeleſly creed for 
the ſame ule, and end, dceutterly fall, and be d1ſanulled. And 
what 
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what neceſs\ic is there of him, For even Generall C onncels, 
were ſummoned, and conyocated in times paſt by the Empe- 
rours : and may be ftill at this day conyocatcd, by the unani- 
moeus conſcnt, and authoritie, of the ſeverall Kings,and Prin- 
ces, of the ſeycrall Nations. Neyther is the judgement cf one 
man, ('as namely of the Biſhep of Rome, or of any other, ) ſo 
ſtrong, or powerfull, to pull out errors, that be rooted in mens 
mindes, as 1s the judgement, and conſent of many ina Synod 
or Ceuncell : /zleſſe there be any , that thinketh, God inſpireth ore 
particular perſon with righteouſneſſe,c; forſaketh a number of prieſts, 
aſJembled together in a Councell : which, the Councell of 4 fri- 
ca, held to be yeric abſuci, and repugnant to Chritt his p10- 
mile, ſo long as they meete together, in hisname, and for ad- 
yancement of his truth. And here you may obſerve a diffe- 
rence, betweene the wiſedome of God,and the wiſedome of Men: 
For, in the Apoltles times, therearole at Antioch, a great que= 
ſton, which was, whether Circumciſion were neceſſaric to 
ſalvation : what doe they 1n this caſe ? Doe they choeſe, and 
« 64/208 {ume one man as |chicfe, ro whom they will referre 
the deciding, and determining of this queſtion © No ſuch mat- 
ter. And vetif they would have had the controverſie decided; 
and determined by One: who was fitter to have beene that one, 
then S. Paxl, whom they had amongſt them © But they take 
no ſuch courſe, but ſend Paul and Barnibas,and certaine others 
to Jeruſalem. What to doe? Was it to.defire the judgement on- 
ly of ſome one man there, as namely of $.Perer,or of any one 
other © No. But to have the matter decided , by a Synod or 
Councell, of the Apoſtles, Elders, and others, therein to be aſ< 
ſembled , for that purpoſe - and 1m which Synod, or Councell, 
1t was determined accordingly. If then, in thofetimes of the 
Apaſltles, when there was fo great abundance of the gifts of 
God, and when as controverſies, might witheur danger of 
crror, have beene referred unto cne onely, The rule of One 
aboye all the reſt, was not held meete, and convenient : Now 
when the gifts arc lefle, and the danger ef crror more, Can 18 
be thought a wiſedome conſonant to the wiſedome of the boly 
G bet, to cre&t, and conſticute . ( as the ſeduced world hath 
done, ) Oze man, namely,the Bifhop,or Pope of 69 554 
uote, 
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Iudge , and that a vericſure, and infallible one, ( as they ac- 
count him , ) forthe deciding and determining of all doubts, 
queſtions, and controverſies, that ariſe, throughout the wholc 
world, concerning Faith and Religion, and upon whom, as 
being, ( in their opinions, ) the Monarch, and head of the 
whole, and univerſall Church upen Earth,they doe,(though 
overboldly, and dangerouſly, ) relye , and depend ? Ir is true, 
that the regiment er governement of the Church is Monar- 
chiak : but that is notin reſpeR of the Pope, but in reſpe of 
CHRisT Its ys, whois, indeede, the right , true, and 
{ole Monarch, and head ef his wholc Church : But in relpe& 
of the Biſhops and Paſtors, that be rulers, or gevernours un- 
der Chrift, it is, ( as the Proteftants have rightly taught ,-and 
defended againft the Papiſts, not Alonarchial , but Ariſtocra- 
tical, Yea, Chriſt Ieſus himſelfe, told his Apoſtles, ( and, 1a 
them, all Biſhops, their ſuccefſors, ) when they contended for 
a Majoritie , or Menarchy among themſelyes : that Reges gen- 
tium dominantur ys : Vos autem non ſic : T he kings of Nations beare [,uþe 22,2 
dominion over them, but yee may not doe ſo , one over anoth:7, For,of » 5.26, 
this was the queſtion, or contention : and therefore of this 7;; ;175y 
muſt the anſwere bee accordingly underſtood. Theſe words ,,. .2..y. 
then doeclecrely declare, thatthere ſhould bee no Ecclefiafli-' Q« > ar 
call King, or Ecclefiaſticall Monarch amoneſt them, to rule,or 7, _ 
raigne over all the reſt : although terreftriall Kings and Mo= 
parches did, andare well allowed to raigne and rule oyer the 
poopie of thoſe Nations, whereof they be Kings. But againe, 

ath not S,Gregorie himſelfe told us long agone,net oncly haw 
ncedelefle and ſuperfluous, but how pernicious alſo and dan- 


an wniverſall Biſhop , or an Eecleſtaſticall Monarch , torule, and 
raiene oycr all the ret ? For then, ( ſaith he,) if bee Which is the 
Ecclefiatticall Monarch, or the univerſal Biſhop, ave fall, the whv!e 
and univerſal Church falleth With him. And what Gregiry chus 
ſpake, and as it were prophecied ſo long ſince,was af ce: ward 
found true and came te paſſe accordingly, to the lamentable 
woe of the whole Church, in the ſucceeding tirmes, by that 
meanes. Y ca the ſame S. Gregory hath yet furcher certified us 
how pernicious,and dangerous this was, and would bee, not 
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one!y to the whole Church, but even to himſelfe alfa, thar: 
Wo ftakc upen im to be the Ecclefialticall Monarci), or 
[up revic ak unvoilall Billop over all. For, ( ſaith hee,) what 
nil; thoz aj wir 4nto Chrijt, who the true head of the univerſal 
Ch:.rcb, inihs; day of iudgemext, When by this name of utiver;all 
Bop, the« jeckeſt to ſubiugate, all the membcrs of bu Body wnto 
thy ,elje © Whom avſt thox unttate berdin, ſave onel; him,who in Cons 
tempt of theſe legions of Angels, which were bis feÞywes ſou; ht to 
161; aleft to the top of ſingularitie, Where hee might bee ſub,cit to 
r:8..C, and «ll 8:bers might be ſubiett unto bim, As for the having ot 
Biſhops of Diocelcs, and Provinces, it no more proveth that 
therefore there may er muſt þe one uniyerſall Biſhop, or Ec- 
Ciclialticail Monarch ever all: then that, becauſc there be &1- 
vers Kings inviyers and ſcvcrall Kingdomes, therefore rhere 
fhould be one univyerſall King over all the Kings and king- 
demes1n the world, And belides, there were Biſhops of D10- 
celcs, and Provinces 1a the times both of Pelagins, and Gre, o* 
ric, Bifhops of Rome, whom nevertheleſſe they rooke no ex+ 
ception againlt, nor diſallowed : But him that would take up- 
on him to bean Ecclefiaſticall Momarch,or a ſupreme and unt- 
ver{all Biſhop over the whole Church, him they would net 
endure,but vchcmently impugned and detefted himzand that 
nut without vec apparant, juit, and goed cauſe, as here you 
ſce. But, morcover , did you never rcade Tchn Gerſon de Aufe- 
ribilieate Pape. W hat he affirmed in ſorue cafes, may generally 
and abſolutc:y be atfturmcd ; namely, That the Pope may bee 
utterly aboliſhed, and taken cleanc away,& that without any 
leſſc or hurt at all ro Chriſtendome, yea to the great, and am- 
ple goed, not onely of Chriſtendome, but of all the world be- 
fide, if the matter be well weighed and rightly and through- 
ly conſidered. 

1 8. But touching this point of ſupremacie, you ſecme at 
laſt, in words, to appeale to the judgement of the Primitive 
. Church : I would you would doe as you fay, and ſtand tothe 

jud2zcment of it,in veric deede. For I have proved, ( which 
you have not diſproved, nor cvcr will bee ablcto diſprove,) 
That fer the ſpace of cight hundred yeares, and more, aftcr 
Chriſt, even the Big:ops of - Rowe themſelves, aſwell as other 
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Bithops were ſubje& to the Emperours. And that the Chri- 
ſtian Emperours, had alſs authoritic in matters Ecclefiaſticall, 
aſwell as Ciyill and temporall, within their Dominions ; and 
nothing doe you, or can youalledge againft it, but what hath 
beene many and ſunurie times ſufhcacnely, & abundantly an- 
[wered, & confuted by the Preteſtants. As for that Catalogue 
of Emperours, Kings, and Princes, which you affirme to have 
beene exemplarily puniſhed in this world by violent,and mi- 
ſcrable deathes for oppugning and ſtriving againft the Menar. 
chicand ſuptemacic @f the Biſhop of Reme , you onely ſay,& 
ſuppole it, but doe not prove it. And it1s an overbeld part in 
y uu, te enter into Gods ſecret counſels, amd to affirme that to 
be the cxuſe which you know not, nor beable ro prove. For 
there mich be, and (6 po doubt there were other juſt cauſes of 
their ronſh ments. As for the oppugning of the Popes lupre- 
macic that could not be the cauſe ot thoſe or of any other pu- 
ni:hments : 1n aſmuch as the groſſewrongs,and utter unlawtul< 
neilc of 1: hath before plemtifully appeared : and that ney. 
ther the Pope,nor all his partakers, be able to ſkew, any com. 
miſzion or warrant from Gcd for the approbaticn of it. Yea, 
how coul.{ the oppugning or contending againſt the Popes 
Monarchic and ſupremacte,be any caule of puniſhment, when 
in the holy Scriprures chernſclyes it appeareth, (as 1n my tirft 
- Bogke [ have {hewell at large, )that PayeE Rome is the whore 
of Babylen, and that the Pope cf Keme, the head , and ruler 
of that adulterate, and Popiſh Church, is the verie grand 
Antichriſt * Doe not therefore Veceive your ſelfe, nor others 
any longer, by miſtaking the cauſe, which is, you know , a tal- 
lacie, 4 c4auſs n9n, vt cauſa. 

Ye: you further ſay, thatT am argned by the wiſeſt, in 
this Enterprize te have diſcovered in coenſideratively , 
much arrogancie of witt, in not well weighing the mayne 
importance of this difncultic, f:rre ſurmomnting the ta- 
lent of a Lawyer. Butfirft, there is no ſuch diffculric 1n it, 2$ 


you ſpcake of : and this I have formerly declared. Secondly, Ry = 


ar. 


why Jothit ſarmount , or exceede a Lawyers talent and abt- 
litic, more in mee, then in vou ? Whercforc, it I bee, as you 
fay I ain, ) cenſured , or argued, by the wile.}, of much arro- 
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gancie,becauſc being a Lawyer, I meddlc inthis matter : Muſt 
not thoſe wiſe(?, in all juftice, and equitie condemneyou like 
wile, of mach ariegancie, for the ſame cauſe ? For you haye 
hitl;erto 11 your writings, atiirmed your ſelfe tobe a Lawyer: 
& 1f al] this while you nevertheleſle be not aLawyer,you have 
done your felfe a great deale of diſcredite and diſhonour in 
athiming 1t: Neyther can any man thenrecll, how to beleeve 
y ou, in any thing you ſpeake, or write ; So that herein You 
oull not mee, but your ſelfe , and others. It would therefore 
belt become you, to unmaske your ſclte, and to diſcover vour 
{eite plainely : For you mult thinke, howſoeyer vou would 
conccale your ſclfe, that you are futficiently knowne, an: TOC 
not inviſible. But thirdly , who arethoſe, whom you call and 
account, the wiſe{t 7 For there bee ſomethat be wiſe in their 
oWne concelte : and ſomethat be Antichriſhanly wiſe, and 
ſome that bee worldly wiſe : whoſe wiſedome 15, as S.Paul af- 
frmeth it, foolinefJe with God. Fer, hath not G.d, (ſaith hee, ) 
made t he wiſedome of this worid , fooliflaneſſe ? The world acconn- 
teth the wiſedome of God to bee foolithneſle, But, hee ſaith, 
that the foo"ſhneſſe of God, u wiſer then men : and the Weakeneſſe 
of God, ſtrenger then men. The wileſt men, then, doubtlefle 
hee thoſe, that humbly ſubnut all cheir learning, and wiſe- 
dome, to Gods word, and wiſedome, ani that bee divinely, 
and Chriftianly wiſe: 2s for the reſt, they mult, ( asthe lame 
S. Paul teaceth them, ) b:come feo:es, that they may bee wiſe, 
W hatſoever therefore you fay : I beleeve, that which Chriſt 
Jeſas himſelfe hath ſpoken, to bee true, an\ thatit will ever 
bee found verified, ( videlicet, ) T bat wiſedome ts iuſtificd of all 
ber Children. Bur laſtly , what arregancic eyther of wit, or 
learning, doe Ilicw, ordiſcoyer, when I] neyther brag nor 
boaſt of eyther : and when I further, fianckly and freely 
confeſlein all my Bookes, that ſuch matter, as 1s therein con- 
tayncd , I haye learne\ of others, and fo attribute nothing 
to my ſelfe? The wit, and learning I have, how {mall, ſlender, 
or meane ſoeyer you, or others , citceme 1t, I thanke God for 
it : and doc humbly pray him , to give nace the Grace , to uſe, 
and impley ir to 1:15 honour, and gloric, and not to mine 
owne. Yea, how weake or meane fſoever 1t þce, 1n ww? 
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of it ſelfe, yet ſuch 1s the ſtrength of the cauſe which I defend, 
and the ſtrength of the Almightie who hath enabled mee in 
it ,andto whom, I give all the thankes, and the glorie,as 
that it now appeareth, I hope to everic unJerſtanding,cquall, 
and judicious Perlen, to bee undoubtedly victorious, and 
triumphant. Hercafter thercferc I ſhall not necde to write 
any more 11 it, which 1s now made thus manifeſt, clecre, a 
parant , and invincible, So that cyeric man, that will ſpcake 
rrucly, mayſ of it, that Aagnaeit veritas & prevaler. God 

open our eyes, (if ir bcc his will, ) and inlightenall our 

underitandings , that wee may all ſce and know his 
truth, *: Oh , reverence, embrace, 
and profeſle it, and walkein the 
wayes of 1t eycrmore. 
AMEN. 


('s*) 


